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An Account of the 
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Hough evcry idle Pamphlet deſerves 

nos the pains of an anſwer , yet fie 
new and dangerous Doftrines have jo far 
over-ſpread this Nation, and taken ſuch - 
firm root in the hearss of the people, thas 
any defence thereof ( though never ſo 
weak) ſhall be readily imbrac's and highs 
ly magnified; I eſteemed jt nor altoge- 
A3 ther 


(2) 
ther tn-ncceſſary, to endeaucur by this 
Reply ro undeceive the deln/ed multi- 
3ude, wvo are commonly carried away ra- 
ther by the authority of ſome perſon ( in 
their opinion) eminent, then by force of 
Areunent. 

I ſhould much wonder, that ſo wo'thy a 
perſon , as repurt ba's repreſente.. 
D.Boughen ts the world , ſhould be the 
Author of ſo unworthy a Pamphlets, did 1 
not conſider the horrid effets of pride and 
malice, how they not only temps wretched 
ſouls out of the right path thas leads to > 
rernall felicity, but ſpur them #n alſo to 2 
violent oppoſition of Gods ſacred truth, 


-_ 


till as length they break out into open ,. 


bleſphemy againft God and bis holy 
Church, for which God forſakes them, 
leaving then 10 their impious and damna- 
ble errors, to maintain which, the moſt 
learned and ſubiill of all Heretiqucs are 
forc't to fly to fallacious and ridiculous 
Arguments, which though to ſome nnwa- 
ry readcr they may at the firſt appearance 
ſeem t0 carry ſome ſtew of truth, jet ups 
en more mature examinarien they will be 
plainly diſcever'd to be but falſe and de- 
ceiptſull colors; a1 d ſuch are all the 
Arguments in theſe Anſwers to the two 
Lecirers of Mr, T. B. which I doubs not 

buy 


£ 


3) 
but I ſhall mites demonſirgte to any 
impartiall reader. 
Se#. 1. Fiiſt chen Mr. T. B. dcfires the 
Do@or to ſhew him the Catho!ike (hurt 


.ciſtin& from the Church of Rome, and 


thoſein her Communion : The Door 
anlwers, That the particular (hurch of 
Rome i to the whole (/4tholike, as 8 par- 
ticular member is ts the whole body 3 and 
thercfore as the whole body is diftin# 
from 4 particular member, or 4 particular 
mcmber from the whole body, ſo is the 
particular Church of Rome diſtiiit from 
the whole Catholike. 

Rub up your Logick Door, or lct me 
adviſe you to go once more ta the Univer- 
fity, and converſe a while with the young 
Sophifters, who will tell you of a fallagy 
call'd, Tgnoratio Elenchi z which indeed 
runs thcough} almoſt your whole book : 
For lct us ſet theſe two Propoſitions a- 
gainſt each other , and then (ec wherber 
we can diſcover any contradiction between 
them, 

1. Prop. The Catbolike Church is nd; 
diflinft from the Church of Rome , and 
thoſe in Communion with her. 

2. Prop. The particular Church of 


- Rome # 45 diſhind from the whole Catho- 


tike, as 4 particular member is from the 
whole body, A 3 Where 


4 

Where is the contradiRion ? if both 
theſe Propoſitions may be true ( as cer- 
tainly they are ) where is the concluſion 
contradiQory to the Propoficion ? But let 
| us help the Pofor, and form his Argu- 
ment into a Syllogiſm,2nd then perchance 
we may diſcover a contradiction. 

Ma. Every particular member is di- 
ſtint from the whole body. 

Min. Bus the particular Ehurch of 
Rome is a member of the whole body. 

Concl, Therefore the particular Church 
of Rome 1s diftin# from the whole body, 

I mult here ask again, where is the con- 
tradigory Concluſion to the Propofition?- 
but perchance we wrong the DoRor ; in 
making that his conclufron, which he in- 
eended for his argument to the concluſion 
contraditory, Let us try that way then, 
and ſee what will follow. 

The particular Church of Rome is to the 
whole Catholike, as « particulay member 
's 18 the whole body: Ergo, 

The Catholike Church is diftin& from 
the Church of Rome, and thoſe in Com 
munion with her. 

An excellent conſequence, which every 
young Sophiſter will laugh at. Bur let us 
try one way more, for I would fain make 
ſomething of it; let us help the DoQor 
with another Syllogiſm, M13. 
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Ma. The ——_ Church of Rome 
is diftin& from the whole ('atholike. Bur 

Min. The Church of Rome, and thoſe 
in Communion with her, is the particular 
Church of Rome. Ergo: 

The Church of Rome, and thoſe in (om- 
munion with her , is diftin from the 
whole (atholtke. 

Here, I confefſe, is ſome apparency of 
contradi&ion in this conclufio.y but then 
what a ridiculous Minor is here * By the 
ſame way of argumentation 1 will prove 
Heſtminſfier and the Suburbs of London 
to be within the walls of London. Thus: 

Mg. T he particular City of London is 
withinthe walls of London. But: 

Min. The Suburbs of London, and the 
City of Weſtminſter adjoyning thereunto, 
are the particular City of London. Ergo: 

The Suburbs of London, and City of 
IWeftminfler adj oyning thereumto , are 
within the walls of London, 

if the 2\7uor were as trueas the Major, 
the concluſion would nece{iarily be true, 
but the Aſinor is as falſe as yours, and 
yours as this ; for you muſt know , good 
DoRor, that the Church of Rome, and 
thole in Communion with her, are as 

uch diſtin from the particular Church 
ot Romic, as the Fuburbs of Londen, and 

Ax Ciry 
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City of Weſiminſter are from the City of 
London. 

See... 2. Bchdes , there is great dific- 
rence berween the Roman (Þurch, and 
dhe particular Church of Romc; the Roman 
Church, and the Catholtke, b:ing $320- 
nama's, ſignifying one and the ſame thing: 
And though in that demand of Mr. T, B. 
the Charch of Rome may, in ſenſu diviſo, 
be limited to the particular Church or Di- 
occfle of Rom:, yet in ſenſu compoſts, that 
1s, being joyned to the following words, 
f and choſe in Communion with her] the 
Church of Rome is of as full and anipic 


latitude and exienfion, as the whole C3a- . 


tholike Church, And thus may be an- 
ſwer'd that triviall and childiſh objeRion 
a$2i"»{t theſe words, [ Reman Cathelike ] 
as if they implied a cortradiftion , they 
b<ing but (as I (aid before ) Syuonima's, 
both expreſſing the whole Church in her 
ample latitude; for the Church of God 
is Catbolique , in reſpe& of her Fai:b; 
Kgman, in reſpe& of her denomination; 
{arbolike,in reſpe& of her doftrinc; Ko- 
man ,* in reſpeR of her diſcipiiuez C2tho 
like, in regard the is notconftin'd to one 
Nation, People, or Kingdome , bur ia- 
vites the whole world to her Faith and 
Communien, willingly imbracing all a 

Will 
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will come unto-her; Roman, in reipeR all 
particular Churches and perſons whatſoe. 
ver, that are within the Communion of 
the Catholike Church, are unircd in, and 
ſubje& ro one Head , the Biſhop of the 
particular Chureb, or Sea of Rome, as be-= 
iog S. Pcters Succeflor, and appointed by 


Chriſt to be his Vicar on earth. 'T hus baye 


we vindicated that expreſſion of [ Rpman 
Catholike] from contradiQtion ; that de= 
nomination Roman, added to the (\hurch, 
being as univerſall, and having as large a 
ſignification as the word Ca2:holike, which 
nowithſtanding might have (e. med an un- 
necelary addicion , had ir nor becn long 
ace occahon*'d - by ſome Herctiques , 
thereby ro diſtinguilh true from pretended 
Cxtholikes, for thoſe Heretiques well 
knew, that they could neicher juſtifie their 
uew doErine, nor draw people ro their 0- 
pinion, but by uſurping the name and ti- 
:le of Catholikes, theretore the word | Ro- 
22444] was adice to | Cathelike,) that thoſe 
H-reriques that had forfaken the Com- 
munien of the Roman (/hurch, might nor 
deceive the vulgar under the notion of Cz 
tholikes, | 

3- And here by the way DoQor, I de- 
fire you to obſerye , that there was never 


* any Schiſmazique, or —_— nor any 
5 


$&, 
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Se&, or Con — of men profefſing 
the name of Chriſt divided from the 64- 
tholike Church, but did dither aRually or 
originally ſeperate themſelves from that 
Church , which is now call*d, and ever 
was, ſince the Apoſtles times, the Church 
of Rome , and therefore muſt neceſſarily 
bave formerly been in Communion wittt 
the ſaine Church , which is an argument 
unanſ{werable , that there was never any 
Catholike Church diftin& from that , 
which is now calld the Roman Church, or 
Church of Rome, 

4. Bur in the cxaminaticn of this diſ- 
courſe, 1 have diſcover*d another fallacy 
inthe DoQor, which the Logicians call, 
a difto ſecundum quid, ad diftum fimpli- 
oiter. For though the Church of Rome in 
ſome reſpeR , viz. as ſhe is the particulzr 
Divcefſe or Sea of the Biſhop of Rome, 
may be call'd a particular Church ; yer as 
ſhe is the Center and Fountain of Unity, 
in whom all theparticular members of the 
Church Catholike are united , ſhe is, and 


may betruly and properly call'd, the (\a- 


tholike Church. And now , good Do- 
Ror, the diſcovery of theſe two fallacics 
might ſerve for a full and ſufficient an- 


{wer to (almoſt) your whole book, But lct 
us proceed, MW 


4. Now / 
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5. Now the Door begins co muſter * 
up bis arguments againſt the Church of 
Rome, to prove lhe is not the Eatholike 
Church. And firſt, If the Church of Rome 
( ſayes he) be the (atholike Church, 
where was the Catheltke Church before 
She became 4 Church? Here I expeRted the 
Door woul4 have begun to ſpeak (enſe, 
but it will not be. Let us thenexamine the 

roument. 

There was 4 time before Rome was 4 
Church, therefcre at this time the (hurch 
of Rome, and thoſe in Communion with 
her, (ror thoſe words Door, muſt not 
be lett our, though you are pleaſed ro rake 
little notice of th:m) $5 nor zhe Catbolike 
Church: Or thus. There was a Catholike 
Chwch before Rome became 4 Church; 
therefore now at this time the Church of 
Rome, and thoſe in Communion with 
her , caunot be the Catholike Charch : 
What ſtrange conſequences art theſe ? 
23 if the Catholike (hurch cannor 
take Her particular denomination from 
Rome , though there were a Catholique 
Church before Rome was converted to 
the Chriſtian Faith. But to anſwer you in 
a word, befere S. Peter tranſlated bis 
chalr from Antioch to Romezthe Cathelike 


Church could not take fs denomination 
from ' 
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from Rome, but afterwards if might , 
and did, and that denominanati- 
on of Roman ic re:ains to this diy, and 
ever will , till S. Peters Succeflor ſhall 
rran{] ute his Sea from Rome to ſome other 
Ciry, which ( in all probabilicy ) neicher 
you, DoRor, nor I, Grall ever live to [ce, 

6. But ler us examine this argument a 
little further, Mr, T. B. defires the Do- 
&or to ſhew bim the Catholike Church 
diftin& from the Church of Rome, and 
thoſe in Communion with Her: T he Do- 
Ear anſwers, That there was 4 Catholike 
Church before Rome became 4 Church; 
and therefore that was not the Roman. 
Here the Do@or has ſpoke fomething , 
though nothing to the purpoſe, for who e- 
ver queſtion*s that conclution? The Do- 
Gor ha's forgot himſelf again, for his 
conclufion ſhould kave been this , Therc- 
fore tbe Cathoiike Church was diflinf 
from the Church of Rome, and thoſe in 
communion with ber ; ane then let us (ce 
whata fine argument bere will be. 

There was & Catholike Charch before 
Rome became 4 Church; therefore the 
Catholike Church was diftinf from the 
Church of Rome, and tboſe in communi- 
. 0x With ber. Very pretty. Rome was no 
Church at a!l; 3herefore the Church of 

Romg 
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Rome was lifting pM the Catholique 
Church. You mult not ſay DoRor , that 
I impoſe this conclufion upon you, the ar- 
gument is your own, and you think ir ſo 
ſtrong, thac you urge it again,Se&,22.and 
though you have not thus ſer ic down in 
expreſſererms, yer is it neceflarily inyoly*d 
in your diſcourſe, 

7. Burt 1 have nor yer done with this 
monftrous argumenc, Mr.T.B. defires the 
DoRor to ſhew him the Church Catbe-» 
like diftin& from the Church of Rome, 
aid thoſe in Communion with ber , for 
the laſt 1109, yearcs : The DoRor an- 
ſwers, that :here was 4 Cathoilthe Church 


; before Rome became 4 Church. Here we 


ſnall have another fine conſequence, 

There was 4 Catholitke Church before 
Rome became 4 Church, viz ſumewhat 
above 1600. years ſince, 

Therefore the Catholike Church hats 
been diſtin from the ('hurch of Rome, 
and thoſe in communion with hcr , ſor 
theſe laſt 1100 years. = 
Moſt exceilently concluded, Mr. Do- 

Qor; in brief, the ce of the argument 
1s this, 

There was a time when Rome was no 
Church at ali, therefore for theſe 11 90, 
years laſt paſt , the Church of w—_— 

an 
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and thoſe in Communion with her , 
have not þeen the Catbolike Chirch. 
Juſt ſo will I prove that D. Boughen 
has not been 3 DoRoer ef Divinity for 
theſe five years laſt paſt. 

There was atime when D. Boughcn was 
no Door at al}, therefore D Buxghcn 
has not been a Door of Divinicy for 
theſe five years laſt paſt, 

Into what a Labyrinth of abſurdities has 

the poor DoQor caſt him(elt, 

$8, Let us now proceed to the next ar- 

umenc, , and ſum it up, as far as ic is ca-' 

pable, into a lyllogitſticall form, 

Tf Rome be the Catholike {burch , then 
if ſhe be Orthodox,the Caibolike Church 
is Orthodox; if ſhe be heretical,or ſchiſ- 
matjcal,the whole Church muft be hereti- 
cal and ſchiſmatical;but the Carbeliquc 
Church was never heretical or ſchiſma- 
zical , aud yet the Church of Rome has 
been miſerably ſchiſmatical e& heretical; 
ſchiſmatical,as #20 be ſeen inPlatina && 
Onuphrius,when ſhe had ſomtimes two, 
ſemiines three Bilhops together, a dou- 
ble,a treble-headed,a monftroxs (hurch. 

Therefore Rome caunot be the Catholike 


Church. 
I am ſure the Church of Rome was ne- 


ver {ſo monſtrous as this argument. The 
DoRor 
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Do&or is fallen ſo deep into a fallacy , 
that he cannot tell how ro get out, M.T.B. 
demands one thing, and the DoRor layes 
about bim to prove another, But let us ex. 
amine the argument. | 

If by Rome you meane the particular 
Church, or Sex of Rome; firſt, ic 1s imper. 
tinent, ſecondly,I deny your conſequence, 
at leaſt, as to its latter part, for the Ca- 
tholike Church hats not that neceflary de- 
pendence on the paiticular Sea of Rome, 
as that ſhe muft be hereticall or ſchiſmati- 
call, when Rome is (o. Rome, as it is a par- 
ticular Sea,is but a member of the Church 
Catholike, and therefore if ſhe ſhould by 
(chiſm or herefie c'1t her (elfe off from the 
Catholike Church , yet would the Cathe.. 
ike Church remain in her integrity and 
purity, as a man would not ceaſe to be a 
man,, according to his eflentiall parts, 
though ſome corrupt and incurable mem- 
þer were cut off from the body; burif you 
mean by Rome, the Chw'ch of Rome, and 
thoſe in communion with ber, I then deny 
your ſuppoſition, or your minor propoſiti= 
on, as to that part; for the Church of 
Rome in that lat itude is not at all diſtin& 
from, but is the very ſame with the 
Church Catholike, which ean never be 
bexericall or ſchiſmazicall ; wherefore it 

4 Þ T0 Woe 
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the Church of poll Mn had ſometimes 
two, ſometimes three pretcaded Biſhops 
rogether (as you ſeem to have learnt out 
of Plating and Onuphrius, though you = 
cice no particular place in tboſe Autbors ) 
yet there could be bur one true Biſhop of 
Rome, one true Hcad of the church , the 
reſt being meerly prerenders , and there» 
fore they themſelves , and all thoſe thar 
adhered unto them were ſ{chiſmatioucs, 
and as long as they cbftinatcly continued 
ia their ſchiſm, they were no members ei- 
ther of the Catholike Church, or the par- 
ricuiar Chu-ch of Rome, the Catholique 
Chu: ch ſtil remaining pu:e ane entire ,a1.d 
the Sca of Rome a t:uc member thereo?, © 
9. But the DoQor goes further, and 
charges the Church of Rome with herefie, 
even from the confeſſion of her own men. 
I muſt be bz1d to tell you, DoQor, that 
your charge is as falſe as your doQrine : 
T here was never any Catholike that conp 
eſt the Church of Rome, and thoſe in 
communion with her, to haye been bereti- 
cal ; for that had bcen to have conteſt the 
whole Catbolique Church co be bereti- 
call, and ſo urrerly extin&, which is im» 
poſſible ; neither wasthero ever any ('4« 
tholike that conteſt , the whole Dioceſie, 
or Sea of Rome was ever hereticall; ſo that 
- whether 
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whether by Rome, vi. M8 the particular 
Church of Rome, or the Roman Catho- 
like Church, your affertion is mo impu- 
dentand falſe, neither haye you nam'd any 
one manthat confK ir. - 

10, Bur perchance the DoCor intended 
theſe argunents for light skirmiſhes onely, 
and ha's reſcry'd his main force and rea- 
ſon for his laſt aflaulr, and with this res 
ſerve hopes to obtain a fignall viRory 0. 
ver the Church of Rome. Let us then cn- 
counter it, and try what force it brings 
with ir. 

If Rome (ayes ke) be the (athelique 
- Church, if any thing be am:ſſe in any par- 
ticular, the fault is Hers, and She oughs 
ro mend it; therefore Rome is not the 
E «tholike Church, 

What a wretched conſequence is this ? 
certainly the Do&or ha's forgot all his 
Log ick, or founi out ſome new, which no 
body knows bckdes himſelf; by the ſame 
ridiculous conſequence I will prove that 
the Parliament of England was never the 
Supreme Power of Englang; T hus, 

If che Parliament of England were the 
Supreme Power, if any thing were amifle 
ia any particular, the fault was in the Par- 
:lamenc, and ir ought co have mended it; 
:bercfore the Parliament of England was 

never 
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never the Supreme Power of England. 
zt notwithſtanding your ridiculous 
conſequence, I will grant your concluf- 
on, as being nothing to the purpoſe ; for 
your conclulion ſhoald have been thi:; 
therefore the Church of Rome, and theſe 
in communion with her , are not the Ca- 
tholike Church. And if we examine the 
ſequell of the Antecedent, we ſhall find ir 
as ridiculous as the whole conſequence ; 
for why ſhould the church be blam<d for 
any thing that is amiſlc in any particular 
point of do&rine, or diſcipline, and that 
in any particularchurch,or member of che 
Church Catholike? (for by { particular ], 
co muſt mean one of thofe, but which | 
now nat) Arjus denied an high point of 
Catholize Faich, and many of the Eaſtern 
church would not obſerve Exſter-14y, 2c- 
cording to the Apoftolique cuſtom of the 
Cathotike. Church, but 1 cannot ſce, why 
the blaſphemy of the one, or the Judai- 
zing of tbe other ſhould be impured to the 
Church of Rome, and thoſe in communi- 
on with ber , which is the Cathobique 
Church; ſhe uſed all her power and endea- 
Yours to reclaim both, and when herecikes 
bave forſaken her faith , or ſchiſmatiques 
her communion, ſhe ha's always uſed thar 
power and authority wherewith God ha's 
inv2- 
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invelted her,to a. BEES to their 
faith and obedience, bur if the (chiſmatike 
ſhall perfiRt in his ſchiſm, or the hererique 
© in his herefie, the fault is in them, nov in 
the church; that you, DoRor, moſt obRti- 
nately continue in your herchic, the fault is 
yours, not the churches, ſhe ha's imployed 
her utmoſt endeavours to reclaim you, and 
theretore cannot juſtly be blamed for your 
herefie or ſchiſme z but if any. particular 
Biſhops or Paſtors have been negligent in 
reclaiming heretiques or ſchiſmatiques , 
they muſt anſwer for it, ſtill the church is 
blamelcfle. 

10, In the next place the Doctor di(- 
courſes concerning the Vitibility of the 
Catholique Church , which he.grants to 
have been alwayes vifible, both in, and 
from the time of the Apoſtles tothis pre- 
ſent day , but he will not grant it alwayes 
viſible in one and the ſame place , no net 
to Rome it (elf, nor to every eye. 

*Anſw, The Doctor will be alwayes- 
proving that wbich was never queſtion*d , 
but by his leave, the Catholique Church 
ha's been alwayes viſible at Rome , even 
from irs firſt converſion to the Chriſtian 
Faith, to this preſent day, as far as the 
Catholique Church can be vifiblein any 
particular branch or member; but who e- 

ver 


is 

ver ſaid or thought , 'B the whole Ca- 
tholike Charch was at any time vitible a: 
Rome? that City, we know, was never (0 
capacious, as to bc able ro contain all the 
Catholikes that have been for theſe many 
pcs, living at the ſamctimc in Eurepc, 1- 
fa, and «Africa. 

11, Andthat i: ha's not been alwaycs 
vikble to every eye, ( who ever-(aid it 
was?) he endeayouts to. prove, becaule 
E !ijeb ſaw not the church of Trac! in his 
t1me, and becauſe the church was not vitt- 
ble to many in the days of Rchoboam ,. of 
Ahax, and Manaſſes, 

eAnſw. If that church were ſometimes 
ſo oþ[cured, that it might be inviftble to 
many, nay, to moft of that Nation ( for 
ic could not be , and be tocally obſcured, 
and inviſible to all eys) yet, good DoRor, 
you cannot deny, but that the church was 
2pparently vifible, both before and aitcr 
Elijah, before and after Rehoboam, before 
and after eAhaz, before and after Manz/--. 
ſes 3 but neither you , nor all rhe Procc- 
ftants in the world can ſhew , that at any 
time, not only for theſe 1100. yeares laſt 
paſt, but for 1600. years, eyca from $. Pe- 
ers, totheſe our daycs, there was any 
Cutbolique Church diftint from the 
church of Romcs and thoſe in communion 

With 
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/ 

with her, whereas that church ha's beene 
molt peripicuouſly and apparently vifible 
to the world in all ages, fince the Apoſtles 
time to this preſene time: Beſides, that the 
Catholike Church thould be viſible in 
times of hotreſt periecution, and fo viſt. 
ble, that we cancycn at this day point ac 
it, and that afterwards, when it was more 
glorious, ir ſhould become inviſible to all 
cyes (23 that church muſt be which was 
diftin& from the church of Rome, and 
thoſe in communion with her) and that for 
ſo many hunered yeares , trauſcends any 
mans underitanding, but D. Beughens., 

12, It js more then probable (laith he ) 
that there rere in this very Tſland 7000. 
ſoules that were not tainted with Popiſh 
errours; but be brings not ſo much as a 
probable argainent for it: By Popiſh Er- 
rours he means the antient doQrine of the 
Roman Catholike (hurchz but it is moR 
improbable, that there were (o many as 
ſeven (beſides ſuch as were condemn(d for 
Heretikes, and confeſt to be ſuch, even by 
Proteſtants themſelves) that before Ly 
thers Apoftaſie were (cparared from the 
Roman church, for there was not ſo muck 
as one man or woman that fullowed Lu- 
ther, or Calvin ,-or any other Proteſtant 
Ahacloeyer in their new Doctrine, or im- 

brac*t 
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brac* their new Reformation, as you call 
ir, bat bad bcen before a profeſt Roman 


Catholtke. 


13+ It is enough for us (ayes the Do- * | 


Ror) to prove them to be errours, 20 be 4- 
gainſt Scripture, and the received ſenſe 
of the antiens church. 

- eAnſw. For ſhame, DoRor, recall your 
words, I am ſure thar this ſpeech muſt 
.proceed from much impudence or igno- 
rance, they were neyer yet proy'd to be 
errors againlt Scripture, ſome indeed have 
barkt againſt Gods church , and blaſphe- 
med ker faith and doRrine, (as you have 
done in this Pamphlet) wreſting the Scri- 
pture to their damnable purpoſes; and 1 
am ſure, rhat of all men you will never be 
able to prove them (o ; But what can be 
more upparent to the world, then that all 
Antiquity confirms the dectrine of tho 
Roman church, and condemns youts, 

£4; Thas which you ſay concerning 
the Popes, Liberivs, Honorim, and Fo. x2. 
ſhall be anſwer*d hereafter in a more pro- 
por place. 

15. Bur the DoQRor is ſure, that he 
hats. manifeſted, that the Church of 
Rome, and thoſe particular churches in 
her communion , are 0s , cannos be the 
Catholike Church, | | 

eAuſw. 
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Anſw. Indeed he ba's made it (o ma- 
nife&, that no body can ſee ir; for if this 
concluſion{The church of Rome, «ud thoſe 
earticular churches in her communion,are 
26t, cannot be the Catholike (hurch ] be 
either expreſly, or implicitly in any thing 
chat he ha's (aid before, I will then lay 
down tbe cudgells, and never lift up my 
hand more againſt D. Beughcr, 

16, In his following diſcourſe, I con- 
fefle the DoRor ſcems to (ay more then ec 
ver be ſaid before, viz. That the church of 
Rome, and thoſe in communion with her, 
might be a Catholike, but not the Catho- 
like Ghurch, a pays, bus not the whole. 

Anſw. But, good DoRor, (ayihg is one 
_ and manifeſting another; this muſt 
not be beg*d, bur prov*d; all that he (aid 
before was , that Rome was a particular 
church, and this too was but only ſaid, not 
provd at all; and now be (at leaſt} ſeems 
to draw neerer co the queſtion , and ſay, 
that the church of Rome, aid thoſe par- 
ticular churches in her communion , are 
but a yart of the Catholike Church; and 
thac therefore the Carbolike Church is of 
a larger extent, and comprebends within 
her bounds more churches then thoſe only 
that are in communion wich the church 


"of Rome, 
Tis 


I 
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This is eaſily (aid, but where are yeur 
proofs? where is your Seripture for ii? or 
where-is your aurhority of Fathers or 
Councells for it > can you , or any man 
elſe ſhew, that at any time , berween the 
times of the Apoftles, and Luthers Apo- 


/ Raſhie, there was any particular church Ci- 


vided from the church of Rome, and thoſe 
in communion with her, and yet acknow- 
ledged eirher by the church of Rome, or a- 
ny in communion with her, or by any C2- 
tholique Father,or any Catholique Coun- 
cell, ro be a true member »f the Catho- 
like church ? if this cannot be ſhown ( as 
1 am moſt certgin ir cannot ) why ſhould 
we take jr upon your word, that 1he* 
church of Rome, and thoſe in communzon 
with her, is not the Catholike Church, 
but a part only thereof Þ was there ever a- 
ny particular church (not in communion 
with the church of Rome ) that ſent her 
Biſhops and Prelats to any General Coun- 
cel, wherein the whole Catbolike Church 
was repreſented ? or did ever any General 
Councell receive Biſhops, or permit them 
to fir and vote there, that were ſent from 
any fuch church, or that would not ac- 


- knowleige their ſubjeRion to the Biſhop 


of Rome, as the common Paſtor, and viſe 


ble head of Gods church? *tis very trange;- 


that 


. 


that there ſhould be whole churches, whole 
countryes and Nations , all true members 


' of the Catholike Church, and (o acknow- 


ledacd, that were not in communion with 
the church of Rome , that is, never ac- 
knowledged any ſubj<Rion to the Sea or 
Biſhop of Rome; and yer that there ſhould 
be ao Recerds thereof, that all rheſc 
ſhould be inviiible ro the world for 
theſe 1600. yeares together, "Theſe arc 
trong arguments agtinſt you z DoRor, 
what arguments you will hereafter brin 
for your ſelfe, 1 know not, but as yer, i 
am ſure, you have brought none at all, 
17, I commend your wiſdome in con- 
xcealing the words of thoſe Canons'by you 
cited, Sc. 10, for you plainly perceived 
that they made nothing for you. Tha 
&xth canon of the (ouncel of N ice, which 
ſeems moſt to ftrengrhen your cauſe, and 
ba's been ſo often obj: Red by your party, 
and (o ofcen anſwer'd , ha's bcen prov'd 
upon diligent examination, to make di- 
rely agaiuſt you , as appeares plainly : 
Concil, (alc. eAFR. 16, 
25. Bur the DoRor is much ſcandaliz'd 
at the maiming of the Lords Supper ; [6 
that if there were no other cauſe then 
that, he could not communicate with the 
Libhursh of Rpme. Scct. 11, lt (cems, Do- 
B cror 
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ctor Boughen cannot conrent himielf with 
that, wherewith the good Priamitive { bri» 
ftians were all ſatizhed. They couic be 
contented to carry the bleſſed Sacrament * 
ro their houſes , and reſcrve it there for 
times of neceflity under one Species, T hey 
thought ir ſufficient to miniſter it to their 
fick under the Species of Bread onely, to 
their children (when that by ſom was 
thought neceſſary ) under the Species of 
Wine onely , buc the Doctor will have 
both, or none. None of the ancient Fa- 
/ehers, nor the moR learned of all the Pri- 
'mitive Chriftians , could ever find it in 
\$cripture, that Chrift ordained the blefled 
Sacrament to be given in both kinds to all 
ſorts of people; - Doctor Buughen is (0 
quick-fghted, thar be ha's difcover'd that 
which the whole church fot x 500. yeares 
rogether could not find our. 

9. Bur, good Doctor, how do we rob 
the Laity of Chrifts bloud? if thoſe crea- | 
cures of Bread and Wine be after Conſe- 
cration , truly, really, and ſubRantially 
cbang'd i110 the body and blood of cur 
blefled Saviour? then theſc that receive his | 
body, receive his blood alſo z for whoſo» 
ever communicates under one Species on» 
Iy, receives both th« booy -:7:d bloud: And 
if there be no ſuck cbange ( as I am lucep | 

accorde | 
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according to your doctrine, there is not) 
then we 10b them, at the moſt, but of the 
fign or gnre of Chriits blood 3 neither 
indeed is it in the power of the Prieſt, or 
chutch to rob them of that ; for it rhe cup 
after conſecration be bur a bare ſign or &- 
gureot Chriſts blood , ſtill reraining irs 
former nature and ſubKance of wine, then 
may any one, in ſpight of rhe Prieſt or 
church, take a cup cf wine, when and 
where he pleaſe, and make it to himſclfe al 
ſign of Chrifts blood, and fo it may be 
to him as perfect a Sacrament, as if he re= 
ocived it from che hands of the Prieſt, 

Pprchance you will (ay, it is not a figne 
but by yertue of Conſecration: This may 
be cafily (aid, bur can you prove ir our 
$eripture, which you make the ſole rule 0 
your Faith? If you ear, then will 1 ſu 
ſcribe to your opinion, if not, ( as I am 
moſt certain you cannor) then according 
to your owne Principle, neither you , 
nor I, nor any manelle is bound to be» 
lieve ir, | 

a0. But bere I meer with two Authori. 
tics ur of $, {ypri4u, to prove, that none 
Gan be fic tor Martyrdome , that commy- 
Nicate not under the Species of Wine as 
well as of Bread ; ceriatuly the Doctor 
- (to lay no worſe} miſlunderſtands 5. Cy- 

Bz $ri6n, 


(26) 

priat, for he was too great a Scholar to 
maintaine ſo falſe and ridiculous a do- 
ctrinez bis words in the fi: place ciced 
by the Doctor , are theſe, <Quomodo ad . 
Martyrii peculum idoncos facimus, fs nou 
cos ad bibendum privs in Eccleſia poculum 
Domini jure communicationis 4dmitti- 
mus? Cypr. li. 1, Epift. 2, 

I anſwer, that all this Father inteads in. 
this Epiſtle co Pope Cornelius,is; to defire 
the Pope, that rhoſe, who for tear of per- 
ſecution had fallen from their faith, might 
wpon their repentance and reconciliation 
to the church be admitted to the holy com- 
munlion, that by the vertue and power of 
tha: Sacrament they rwight he the better a-- 
blero encounter with , and overcome a | 
new perſecution, There is not (p much as 
ence word in the whole Epiſtle concerning 
the inſufficiency of communicacing under 
one Species onely, or the nec<flity of com - 
municating und er both, thoſe words | Pg- | 
” culum Dom:ni)] the cup of our Lord, fig- | 
nifying rhcre the bletied Sacrament in ge- | 
merall, in allution ts rhe former words, 
[Poculum Mariyrit) the cup of Martyr-' 
dome :; and chis will mot plai»ly apperre | 
to any one thac hall impartially :cad chat | 
Epittl» 3 all char can poſſibly be proved 
out of choſe words, is, that in ſome places. 

in 


(2:) 
in or about the time of $, (\yprien, the 
- Laity wece admitted to communicate 
under both kinds, which no Catholike ever 
denied or queſtion*d 3 and that it was a 
euſtoame evcn in S. Cypriaxs time to ad- 
miniſter the Communion in ane kind oxe- 
ly, may cafily be provid from thoſe two 
miracles recorded by the ſame Father , 
- Serm. de Lapſis. to which I refer the 
Reader. 

The other place cited out of S.Cprian, 
has theſe words, Puomodo pefſumus propeer 
Chriſftum ſauguinen fundere,qui ſanguine 
Chriſti exubeſcimus bibere? Lib.2. Ep. 3; 

Anſw, Theſe words | confefle are S.Cy- 
prians , but they are lefle to the purpoſe 
then the former, as I ſhall inſtantly make 
it appear, 

T here were certain Heretikes in S. Cy- 
prians time , who contrary to our blefled 
Saviours infticution [as this Father fayes ) 
would conlecraic ia wine alone , withour 
any mixture of water ; and others who 
would conſecrate in water alone , without 
wine: againſt thele latter S, Cyprian in- 
tends theſe words cited , ſaying, that ſuch 
drink not the bloud of Chriſt, faace water 
cannot by vertue of conſecration, be 
chaag*<d into the bloud of Chriſt , by cea- 
ſon ot the defe& of wine, whichis the crue 

B3 manter 
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matter of the Sagtament , and therefore 
could nor have the power and efficacy of 
the Sacrament toenable men to overcome 
thoſe great difficulrics and temptations of 

erſecution , and to |1y down their lives 
for the faith of Chriſt. But there is not 
one word in that whole Epiſtle concern- 
ing receiving the Sacrament under one or 
both Species. 

21. Now to paſſe by divers impertinen- 
cies, and ſuch things as have beene alrcady 
anſwer'd, let uz come to the Doors Ma- 
ſer. argumend, (for doubrlefle he efteemes 
it ſo, otherwiſe he would not ſo much have 
inſiſted npon ic, and repeared ir ſo often ) 
which to ſet forth in its full Juſtre,he has at 
laſt advenrur'd on this Syl/logi/m. 

Tf ye (the Church of Rome) have at 4- 
ny time denied Feſus Cbrift to be the true 
Hod, and cittrudl life,ye were at that time 
no church , but an «Auti-chriſtian Syn«- 

vogue. 

But this did Marcellinus, and Liberius, 
and Fo.224 all Biſhops of Rome, Ergo; 

In thoſe times ye were no church, but an 
rAnti-chriſtian Synagogue. 

*Anſw, What an Anti-chriftian Syllo- 
viſm is here ? Anti=chriſt ba's not more 
heads, then this Syllogiſm ha*s termes. Bur 
let us be once more fayourabie roche Do- 

Ror, 
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Ror, and help him #0 ſpeak (enſe;he means 
well, thohgh he hats forgot his Logick : 
all rhen chat 1 can make of it, is this. 

There was a time when Rome, and all 
thole in communion with her, were no 
church at all, but an Anti-cbriſtian Sy- 
Nagogue, 

Therefore the Catholike Church, which 
never failed, muſt be diſtia& from the 
Church of Rome, and all thoſe in com- 
munion with her, 

This I confeſſe is a pretty go0d conſe- 
quence, bur the DoRor may thank me for 
it : Well then, not to queſtion the conle- 
quence, we deny the antecedent which is 
prov'd thus: 

HMarcellinus and Liberius , and Fo. 32. 
all Biſhops of Rome, denied Jeſus 
Chriſt to be the true God, and cternall 
life, Ergo: 

There was a time when the Church of 
Rome, and thoſe in communion with 
her were no church, but an anti-chrifii- 
an Synagogue. 

Anſ. This is your conſequence, Doctor; 
net mine. Would not you haye laughed at 
me, or any man, that ſhoul have conclu- 
ded the whole church of England to have 
been formealy heracicall and ichiſmaricall, 
becauſe the King, or «Arch biſhop of _an- 

By rerbury 
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terbuyy, {one whereof you acknowledged 
head of your pretended Church ) was He- 
retical.or Scbiſmarical?Muſt every Church |, 
ftand or fall with irs Biſhop ? Mult the 
particular members of the Church of Rome 
neceſſarily forſake their faith, if her Biſhop 
fall into Herefie, or IdeJatry ? You con- 
fels, pag. 9.10. that there was a viſible true 
Church of che Fews ift'thoſe dayes, when 
both their King and High Preiff had for- 
ſaken the truqgGod, and commirted Idola. 
try ; and mult the Church of Rome toral- 
ly periſh, if her Biſhop forſake his foith ? 

. Shall the Church of the Fews have a prero- 
eatiye above the Church of Eþrif? This < | 
is Logick I underſtand nor. | 

22. And though this might ſerve for a 
full and ſatisfaRorv anſwer, to any judici- 
ous and impartial Reader; yet fince | find 
divers good Popes falſly charged with He- 
refie and Idolatry, 1 ſhall endeavour, Ex 
fupersbundanti, to vindicate them from 
thoſe foul aſperfions,and ſo deftroy the 4 1- 
recedent, as well as the Conſequence, by 
ſhewing, the DoFor is here as much our in 
his Hiffory, as he was before in his Le- 
gick. 

22. Firſtthen, Pope Liberius is accus'd 
. of Arianiſm , bur falfly 3 for he never ſub- 

| {cribed to that damnable Herefie, never de. 

creed, 


I 
creed, taught, or maintained it. He ſub. 
(cribed only to the baniſhmevr of S. A- 
thansſius, to which the Emperor Conſtan- 
14s forc'tand compel*d him by torments ; 
as Sc. »AthansPus bimſelf teſtifies in both 
his cApologies,where he clearly acquits him 
of Hercefe, And if St. -Athanefus in an 
other place ; and St. Hierom charge him! 
with ſubſci ibing toeArrianiſm, itisto be* 
underſtood, interpretarive only ; in that | 
he ſubſcribed ro S. eAtbanafiuſ's banilh- 
ment, which was procur*d by the »Arriens; 
and externally Communicated with ſome 
*Arrian Biihops : eſpecially fince not only 
thoſe ancient Authors Socrates, lib 2. Ec 
cicf, Hiſt. c. 29, Soxomen. lib. 4, c. 19. 
Theodoret, lib+ 2. c, 16, 17. but allo S. 4. 
thaneſius himſelf inthe fore-cited places te- 
{tifhes, that he was no Heretique, and that 
he did nothing in compliance with the Ar- 
rians, but what he was compell'd unto by 
a tedious baniſhmenr, and force of tor- 
ments, And that all Izaly,and Spain ſhould 
lide with this Pope in that Herefie, as you 
afterwards charge them, ( Se. 23. ) s 
moſt notoriouſly faiſe, ſpoken gratis, with. 
out any authority, or ground whatſoever. 

23, The ſccond Pepe that ſtands charg'd 
with Herefic is Honorius : but what his bee 
refe wag,the DoRor declares not, Tis true, 

| By ' ſome 
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ſome Heretiques have charg'd this Pope 
( upon what ground I know net) with 
joyning with the Monothel:tes in their he- 
refie : but ir cannot appear, that ever he 
held or raught chat Herefie, either publick- 
ly or privatly. His errors were at the moſt 


- but conjeRured by ſome private Letters, 


| P 
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which atter his death were publiſhed in his - 
name. But that in his life time be renounc'e 
that Herefic, appears, Epift. Honor.ad Ser 
gium. eAd. 13. ſext. Synod. Yet ſuppoſe 
Hoxorius had crred ; what was that to the 
Church of Rome? ſhe notwithſtincing 
might be free from error. An4 that de 
fu, ſhe was free, and perſecutcd that he. . 
relic, Pirrbus Patriarch of ConFantinople, 
being ar her ſuit baniſh't by Heraclius the 
Emperor , appears plainly by Plating, in 
Honor. 1. and Sabellicus Ancad. 8, hb 6. 
24. Inthe nex; place comes in Zepheri- 
#4us,charg*d with aſont4niſm;but molt un- 
jaitly. He was no Monraniſt ; only one 
of acaneid and praceable diſpoſition, he 
endeavoured to make peace betwcen the C4» 
tho!tques and'the Monraniſts; and this was 
all his Herche, Thar plrce of Lyra by you 
Cired, in Mat, 16. makes rather againſt 
you then for you. H: ſayes there, that 
ſome Popes have Apoftatiz*d, and thence _ 
concludes, ghat the Church depends nor on 
any 


33 
any'particular mans perſon, but conſifts in 
thoſe that profeſs the crue faith of Chriſt. 
He ſees not your conſequence 3 Thac be- 
cauſe the Biſhop of Rome falls into Herekee, 
therefore the Church of Rome mult be He- 
retical 3 but maintains the contrary. 

25. Butbehold Marcellinus an Idola- 
ter, who denyed Chriſt, and offced facri- 
fice to Idols. Anſwy. So alſo did S. Peter 
deny bis Maſter. Marcellinys externally 
derived Chriſt for fear of torments ; (o did 
St, Peter for fear of the Fews : yer they 
boch confeſt Chriſt in their hearts, though 
they both grievouſly fanned in their exter- 
nal denying of him : Bur as S. Peter re. 
pented, and afterward became a glorious 
Martyr; ſo likewiſe did this blefied Pope 
follow S, Pc ter, both in his Repentance 
and Martyrdom, 

But what is this to the Church of Rome? 
Did all the reſt of the Apoſtles deny Chriff, 
becauſe $. Peter denyed him ? I ſuppoſe, 
no man of reaſon will ay ſo; and if nor, 
why ſhould the whole Church of Rome be 
ſaid to forſake her faith, becauſe her Bi- 
ſhop for fear of rorments denycd Chriſt in 
ſome exterior aRion,as S. Petey bad done 
before him by oaths, and execrations ? 
Peichance, you will 11y, that S, Peter was 
not as truly chict of the Apoſtles, and w_ 
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of that Church, which = then in beinr, 
when he denyed his Maſter,as MarceKinus 
was Biſhop of Zome. To tbis 1 aniwer, 
that our bleficd Saviour had then founded 
bis Church,v:7F. the night betore S. Peters 
denizl3 when he gave an end to the /egal 
types and ceremonies, and ifffticurcd the 
ſubjtance , the blefled Sacrament of his pre? 
tio!s body and bloud. 

The Church thus founded,s. Percy mu't 
neccflarily be the bc2d thereof, and conie- 
quently chief of ell che Apolcy, vnilcis 
you will deny the {4po;:lcs ro be pur of 
that Church, which was then in being. And 
be char ſhall deny S. Peer :0 be heao the re- | 
of, gives Chriſt the lye; who formerly had 
made that promile to S, Peter in piztn an 
expreſs words, Matth, 16. 18. Thou art 4 

/rock, and ug "1 1his rock will 1 build my 

” Church. Chriſt (aid not ; thou att Peter, 
and upon this Reck will I build my 
Church; as you falſly tranſlate, ro deceive 
the world ; tut, Thou ars Cephas, (which 
in the Syrian language , which our $avi- 
64r then lpake, ſigni hesa F6ck ; and up- 
en this (ephas (thatis, this Rock) will I 
build my Church, 

Our bleſſed Saviour uſed not two diffe- 
rent words, as you would make the world 
believe , as | Perer | in one place; and 

[Reck? 
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[Rgck] inthe othar 3 but in both places 
uſed the word ((ephzs ) which fignifies a 
Rock, thar being the name which Chriſt 
gave to Peter when he firſt call'd him. 
And though the (/4tholtke Tranſlaters of 
the New Te/iament, who prafels to follow 
exi&ly the vulgar Latin Edition, as being 
more awhentick , then any Greck Copy 
now Cex'ant in the woild , haye tranſlated 
that place, as you do, viz. Thou art Peter, 
&c, yer bave chey deplc inore tngeniouſly 
with the world, in advertifiag , that the 


word { Pe:cr | lignifies a Reck 3; and thar 
our blcſſed Saviour uled not twe , but one 
and the ſame word Lephas,)] which heni- 

" fiesa Rock, inthat promiſe made ro $, Pe 
ter; whereas you , though profeffing to 
foilow the Original, yet when it makes a- 
gainſt you forſake it, and follow the Laiiz; 
and when that makes againſt you, then you 
pretend to follow the Original. Thus you 
will alwayes bave a ſhitt to delude the 
world , and your own ſouls ; for had you 
in that place followed the Original, you 
fhonld have tranſlated it, {| Thou ars 4 
Rock, ] not [ Thou ars Peter: | brfides in 
the Greek the words are S, I ine 
which word TIzre©&- fiznifiesa Rock , as 

ruly, and as properly as TETER, 

0 then Chriſt foundgd: kis Church on 

| 9... Perer 
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$. Peter a8 4 __ as the very connexion 
of the words demenftrate : For in theſe 
words of our blefied Saviour | I ſay unts 
thee (Pcter, ) thou art « Rock , end ugon 
this Rock will I build my Church. ] Can 
any reaſonable man imagine, that by thoſe 
wozds | This Rock | Chriſt meant any 0- 
ther Rock then that whereof he made men- 
tion, inthe words immediately preceding, 
viz. Thou art 4 Rock ? 

It is hen moſt apparent that Chriſt 
builc his Church on S. Peters perſon, at 
leaſt, as to the Diſcipline and Govern. 
ment thereof, and conſequently upon his 
$Succeſſors, For if our blefjed Saviour knew 
that his Church, even in her very infancy, 
when the Apoſtles themſebves inſpired with 
the Holy Ghoſt, where a great part thereof 
would ftind ia need of ſome ſupreme 
Head and Governour 3 certainly he fore- 
ſaw, that When bis Church ſhould be more 
ample, and numerous, and more ſibje& to 
divikons and faRions, ic would ſtand in 
far greater need of an Univerſal Head, 
wherein all particular Churchcs, and mem- 
bers thereof might oc uniced ; and therefore 
would nor leave it without ſome common 
P 2ftor ro guide and dirc& it. And | de- 
fre you to rake notice Dofor, that herein 
 / alltbe Fachers,both Greek nod Latin, An- 

| tient 
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cient and modern, unanimouſly agree; and 
that this common and ſupreme Paſtor of 
Chriſts Church ever was, and ever muſt be 
S.*Perers Succeſſor , who hichetto ( ever 
lince 5. Peter plac't his Chair there } bas 
been the bilhop of Rome, and for ought we 
know , ever will be till the end of the 
world. And this thoſe very Authors, 
Stella and Lyrs, whom you have cited for 
your ſelf, will plainly tell you,even in thoſe 
very places which you bave cited, 

Beſides, who ever confirm*d the as of 
any lawful General Councel, but the Pope? 
In his abſcnce had he not his Delegates, 
who ſate in the ſupreme place of the 
Councel, though they were not alwayes 
Biſhops , and char even in the Eafferne 
Church? | could be more copious in this 
point, butI here intend a reply only, not a 
Treatiſe of {ontroverfie. 

26, Icomenow to Pope Fohn 232, who + 
ſtxnds charg'd with a —_ and mon- 
Rtrous Herehe , viz. for athrming , that 
God the Son is greater then God the Fa- 
ther, and the Holy Ghoſt , and Stells's aus 
thority is produc'tto prove it, 

Anſw. I confeſs Stella has accus*d him 
of it, buc I mu || be bold roexc. pt againſt 
bis authority amd teſtimony in this marter 
of fat; for it cannor appear that Stells 

_ | ſpake 


— — _ 
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ſpake this upen any juſt ground, or proba- . 
| bilicy ; forno man beſides Fella , either 
| Kee 99- or Heretique(that I could ever 
| yer read or hear of )) ever cbarg'd Pope © 
Foha 22, with that blaſphemy : *tis rrue, 
| ſome» Heretiques, and amongſt che reft 
Calvin ( Fnſt. li. 4. c. 7. Sc. 28, ) have 
charged this Pope , for affirming, that the 
ſouls of men were morcal, but moſt in juri- 
oufly , for he never t:ugh: , nor held the | 
mortality of the ſoul ; all that he hel con- 
grary to the opinion &# the world was, That 
the fools of th: Juſt thould no: ſce God be= | 
/, fore the ReſurreFion. This opinion was 
far from Herefie, the Church never having , 
defin*d the contrary, and divers ancicnt 
Catholique Fathers being of the ſame opi= {| 
nion ; neither did he ever abſolutely de- | 
fend that opinion , as an unqu<Rtionable 
/ truth. | For as Fo. /il1inus, Hiſior., li. a1, 
Cap, 19, reports, the day betorc his death he | 
declard, that he never bad any intent to | 
defincit, and that whenſ2cver he diſc.2ur- 
ſedef it, his end was co find out the truth, 
and added withall, that be held the contra- 
ry opinion to be more probable, and I,am 
ſure it is moſt improbable , that Ockere his 
' I bitter enemy ſhould charge him with tk:is, 
and Calvin with the other, and yet neither 


of theſe ſhould make any mention of chat 
blaſphemous 
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blaſphemovs Herefie which D, Boughen 
on: of Stella layes to his charge ; if eirher 
he had been guilty, or they could have 
found any probable argument , or colour- 
able ground , that he might be gaiiry of 
that horrid blaſphemy : but ſuppoſe this 
had been true, as it is far from 81! probabi- 
lity of truth, what is this to the purpoſe ? 
What if Liberius, Aarcellinus , and Febn 
42. all Biſheps of Rome , had their privare 
errors ? what is all this to the Church of 
Rome ? your Intelligencer Stella (cven in 
that place by you cited) will tell you , they 
erred as private perſons only, not as biſhops — 
-of Rome, or Heads of the Church ; they 
never decreed, nor dcfin'd Herefie ; they 
never commanded any heretical Do&crine 
to be receiv'd as a divine truth by the whole 
Church : They might fall into errors; (o 
likewiſe did Peter, (2s «ella (ayes) even 
after Chriſt had prayed for him , that his 
Faith ſhould not fail. But I ſuppoſe ne 
man will be fo unreaſonable , or blaſphe- 
mous, as to ſay, Peters Faith failed, after 
Ch:iſt had prayed that it ſhould not fail, 
though externally for fear of the Jews he 
denied tt: Peter .then denied his Faith, 
what was this to the other Apoſtles , and 
the reft of Chrifts Diſciples ? Liberius, 
Marcellinus, and Pope Fohn 2 2, bad theit 
errors, 
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errors, what was this to the Church of 
Rome ? had you read Stcl/a bur a vary 
fewlines farther , you would hive found | 
ſmall incouragement to have cited his au- 
thority for your opinion ; for though he 
ſcems in ſome ſenſe to grant your Minor 
Propoſicion (as you call ic SeR. 18. ) in 
your mis/h-p2n Syllogiſm , SeR. 17. viz. 


| © ns Liberius, Marcelliuus, and Iohn 22, 
c 


rred ju Faith, yet he there plainly denies 
your concluſion, viz. That therefore in 
their times the Church of Rome became no 
Church, but was an Anti-chriſtian Syna- 
gogue; His words in Luc. 2A, 31. the very 
place by you cited, are theſe, Eccleſaz enim, 
Antiochena, Alexandrina,C Conftantino- 
of folitans e defecerunt 4 fide z Eccle- 
fia vero Romana nunquam defecis ; quis 
Chriſtus 4it Petro ; erdvi pro te, ut won 
deficiat fides tua, The Ehurch (ſaith he ) 
of eAntioch, Alexandria, and Conflantt- 
nople, have often fallen from their faith, 
but the Church of Rome never fell from 
ber faith , becauſe Chriſt ſaid ro Peter, 


I have prayed foy the, that thy Faith fail 
20t. 


You (ee PoFor what a plain teſtimony 


here is agiinſt you, our of the ſame Author 
which you have cited for you: Stella was 
not (o ſharp-faghted as to (ec your conſe- 


quence, 
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quence, viz, That beauſe Marcellinus, Li” 
berius, and Fohu 23, had fdllcy from the 
true faith , therefore the Church of Rome 


"had forſaken her faith ; but the contrary 


he maintains exprefly , viz. That althougly 
Liberius, Marcellinus , and Fohn 232. all 
Popes of Rome, denied the true Faith, yet 
the Church of Rome never failed , or fell 
from ber ſaith: He could not draw your 
Concluſion from ſuch Premiſes as yours 
are ; and yet doubtleſs he knew a Syllo- 
giſm, and a rational conſequence as well as 
Ou, 

: 27. But why ſhould Vigilius be an Eu- 
z1chian ? was it becauſe our of reverence 
and reſpe& to the Councel of ('alcedon, he 
could not be induc*t, neither by the perſwa- 
fions, nor threatnings of the Emperour, to 
repeal an A of that Councel, in condemn- 
ing thoſe T'ris Capituls , which the Ceun- 
cel had receiv*d as Orthodox , nothing fa- 
veuring the Hercfee, either of Neſtorius, or 
Eutyches , one whereof was the Epiſtle of 
Ibas, whe publiquely in the Councel re- 
nounc*t the Herefes, both of Neſtsrius 
and Eutyches ; another, the writings of 
Theedoret againſt ns » for which 
Thesdvret bad formerly beerr depos*d by 
the Eutychian FaRion in that Letrocinal 
Councel at Epheſus, and afterwards re- 

ſor*d 


—— 
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ſtor'd by the Catholiques ? I confels this * 
is a very ſtrong argument, that ke was no 
Eutychia!: but that be was one, you only _ 
ſay ir, you alle.ig no reaſon , you cire no | 
authority nor teitimony, but that of Zjra, 
whom I cannot find making any mention | 
Tr all in the place by you cited jo 21. 16. 
either of this Vigilius , or of any other 
Pope whatſoever , only in general terms 
he fayes, That ſome Popes haye _apoſta- 
tiz*d, which is nothing to this purpole. | 
28, To the Queſtion , where your 
Church was before the Reformation, Sect. | 
19. (1 ſuppoſe Mr. T. B. uſed not the word 
[ Reformation] but by it , I conceive, you- 
mean , your fcparation from the Roman 
Church) Toxhis Queſtion, you ſay, it was 
anſwered; Is the Caiholique. | 
*Anſw. I confeſs the anſwer is moſt true, 
when you were a Church , you were in the | 
C*tholique Church ; ſo alſo were formeriy | 
the Arrians, Macedonians, Pclagiaus, 
N eftorians, Entychizus, Donatiſts , @ c. 
all theſe before their reſpeQive Reformari- | 
on, that is, before they fell into Heretie and | 
Schiſm, were within the walls of the Ca- 
tholique Church; before their ſeparation, 
they were all in communion with the 
# Church of Rome, and therefore true mem- 
bers of the Church Cathslique 3 (lo likewiſe | 


were 
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were you ; and as the Aria!s, we, by 
forſaking the communion of the Church of 
Rome , and oppoſing her doQtine and 
» faich, cut themiclves oft from the commu - 
nicn of the ((atholique Church, and fo 
ceaſt to be memibcrs thereof, even ſo bave 
you now ceaſt ro be any Church art all, by 

ſeparating your ſelves from your Mother 

Church, the Church of Rome , with whom 
you had been in communion for the ſpace 
of almoſt a thouſand years together, even 
from the firſt converfion of this Nation to 
the Chriſtian Faith by S. Auguſtine, to 
K.Henry the Eighth's apoſt3fie. 

29, Before the Rgformation ( you ſay } 
"we commuticared with Rome, and ſince we 
have not ; that's no fault of ours, ye will 
not ſuffer us to communicate with you, un- 
leſs we communicate with your errors > 

Aiſw, This is very fine : who, | pray, 
ſhal judg of choſe errors Þ (hrift has made 
his Church Judg of your errours ? what 
Hereriques ever were there 1m the world, 
that did not , or might not haye us4d che 
ſame De2 tor their ſeparation from Gods 
Church? Was there ever any paiticular 
Church that preſunn®d to cenſnte rhe do- 
&rine of the Catholique Churct+? Or was 
it not exccliive pride , if not madneſs in 
4y Ou, x0 think that you were wiſer then the 
whole 


Gm. ee Ode, wt hem 


(44) | 
whole Chriſtian world had been for 150e, | 
years befere you? Can you ſhew , that in * 
any age fince the Apoftlcs, the Catholique | 


Eharch held and taught your dorine ?? 


| 


can you preve that ever any particular | 


Church, or Nation, taught or maintain*d 
the ſame ? nay, | will go furtherz can you 
produce any one man , in any age from 
Chrifts Paſſion tro Luthers Apoſtoſue, let 
bim be of the Clergy or Lanty, cither (4+ 
'thol1que, or Heretique , that agreed with 
,you in_all points of your Faith and Do- 
\Arine , wherein you nou diflent from the 
Church of Rome ? if you cannot, methinks 
your (elves ſheuld condemn your ſclves fo; 
ſeparating from that (hurch; in whoſe 
Faith and communion all your Anccitors 
for ſo many ages liv'd and died , and im- 
bracing « new DoErine (and rhat out of 
your owne judgement and fancy onely ) 
for which you hayc neither p:chdent nor 
authority. 

z.. And yer I muſt confeſs that your 
Religion is not altogetiier nw, it 15 2 Reli- 
gion, for the molt part, patcht up of old 
condemned Hcerebes , though there were 
never any Herctiques before Luther , thar 
held all yow Deane, | kc w , your or- 


[ 


| 


| 


dinary precence is tc appeal .0,, and tobe 


Judg *d by the S6rjptyre ; bur do you nor 
&c& 


(45) : 
firſt make your ſelv.s Judges of the Scri- 
pture? do you not 1mpoſe new ſenſcs and 
interpretations: n Gods boly Word , ſuch 

” as were never heard cf betore your Apoſts- 
ſet do you nor, againſt all reaſon, inter- 
prer plain places of Scriptm:e by obſcure , 
rather then the ob{curc by the plain? and 
when by your corrupt zranſlations , falſe 
gloſſes, und new interpretations, you have 
made the Scripture ſpeak what you pleaſe, 
then you cry out, The Scripture hes given 
ſentence & Jou againſt the Church of 
Reyme. I confeſs, fance you haye made your 
ſelves Mcſtcrs of the Holy Ghoſt, you were 
very unwiſe, it you would not make him 
ſpeak as you would haye bim ;5 you have 
uſurped a power , that we dare not chal- 
\ lenge 3 we tremble at that fearful curſc de- 
nounc* by S. Paul (Gal.i.) againſt all 
thoſe that ſhall rexch new DeErines : We 
kearken to, not criure rhe Church ;: We 
imbrace her doQtrine , nor charge ber with 
errours. But 1 would ask any reaſonable 
mar. (though there were no Obligation , 
yer ) whether it were r:oc more prudential 
for @ man to build b15 (alyation on the au- 
thotity of the wholc C burch, then ef ſome 
particular pecſcns , nor altogethcr agree- 
ing amen; it r}.mſelves, and dilgrecin 
"from the whuls world befiges 3 or whetber 


v it 
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ir were not more reaſonable to imbrace the 
doRrines and interpretations of Fcyz- 
pture, that were univerſally receiv*d by the 
whole Chutch for 1500, years , then thoſe 
new do&rincs and interpretations of Ly- 
ther and bis followers. You conte(s , that | 
before your Reform:1:ion / as you call it) 

you communicated with the (burch of 
Rome , How came you to find that the | 
Church wanted a Reformation , and that 
in Doarine ? ( for in matters of Diſci- 
pline and manners you might have re- 
form'd your (elyes, and yer iti]l haye bees 
in communion with the Church of Rome ) 
How came you to &iſcoyer thoſe errors , 
which nonc in the whole Chriſtian worl& 
befides your ſelves could perceive ? before 
our ſeparation there was no particular 

__—. or member of the Catholique 
Church , but was in communion with the 
Church of Rgme , How then came you to 
ſee that light, which none brfides your 
ſelves could ſce Þ Was all the world brkdes 
you blind ? Had you only tbe Scriptures ? 
Or could you only interpret them ? But 
why do | ipeak of y:u, as of 2 company or 
multitude > For though Time has now 
made the ciference to be between the Pro- 
reſtarts and the Church of Rom? yer ori» 
ginally it was berwcen Luther and the 
whole 


(47) 
whole Church ; you in England, asall o- 
cher Proteſianzs,arc bur Luthers followers. 
The Cburch then went one way, and Ly- 


ther another; and you very wiſely bave for 


ſal;en the whole Church, and followed Li - 
ther, Do but examine this according to the 
principles of common prudence, and then 
tell me, Poor, wherher you have done dil 
creetly, You have forſaken the whole Chri- 
Kian world, and followed ene man 3 who 
neither had, gor pretendcd to any Extracr- 
dinary calling. He ncver wrought miracle 
in confhrmation of his new Dottrineszor to 
manifeſt to the world thatGod had reyealed 
that Truth unto him, which for many ages 
had been totally obſcur*d, and nnknown te 
the world, It is then your fault now, that 
you communicate not with the Cathelike 
Church, fince it was your fault formerly 
that you forſook her, ro follow one man. 1f 
you will forſake that ſingle Apoſtate, and 
return to your faith and obedience, you 
thall ſoon be recervEd ; the Churches armes 
are alwayes open to imbrace you, 

Before your pretended Reformation (ac- 
cording to your own confcilion, Sc. 19) 
you communicated with Rome; that is,you 
acknowledged your ſubje&ion to the Apoe 

tolike Sea of Rome. You confeſt the 
Biihop thereof ro be the (upream vikble 
C Heal 
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Head of Chriſts Church, appointed by 
Chtift kimſelfto be ſo ; as Sr. Peters tuc- 
cellor. For no particular Church, or per- , , 
ſon, ever was, or could be in communion 
with the Church of Reme , that denicd, or 
queRtioned this DoEtine , or that retuicd 
to yeeld obedience to the Sea of Rome, as 
the Head and Mother of all Churches, and 
to the Bithop thereofas Chriſts /icar Ge- 
neral on Earth. How then came you ( in 
Eneland) to find out that at laſt, which 
your Anceſtors for almoft 1000, years 
could not diſcover ? Thcy all evea from 
the firft converſion of this Nation to the 
Chriſtian Faith, by St. Auguſtine, to K.- 
Hen. eights Defefion, were lubj*& co the 
Sea of Rome, and to the Biſhop rhereof, as 
Chriſts immediate Vicar, and under him, 
the ſuxream bead of the Catholtke Church. 
How. come you to be witer then all your 
fore-fathers, and the whole world b: fades ? 
Can it be reaſonably ſnppoſed, tbac thoſe 
great *Parriarchs of the Kaft, the Patriarch 
of Conſlantinefle, of Hieruſalem, of An- 
tiech, &c. with ail the Rithups of ,2fea, A- 
nes and Europe , ihou!ld profeſs 3nd ace . | 
nowledge themſelves ſubj. & wo the Biſhop © 
/ of Rome,had they noc thought, thac His po= 
wer ana JuriſdiGion over the whole / '<:b9- 
que Church had been by Ctiilts clpectal 


ape 
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2ppointment and commiſſion ? What cos 
lourable plea then can you alleadge for 
+ your {eparation ? 

31, Bur I perceive the Dofor is flying 
to his old fallacy, intaking for granted, or 
rather indeed downright degging, that che 
Church of Ree can be no more then a 

articular branch or member ofthe Church 
Catholique, For his words immediatly fol- 
lowing are theſe. (And yes we ſhall may- 
gre Satan communicate with the (atho- 
lique Church; while with one minde and 
mouth we glorific God, &c.) Govd Dettor, 
deceive nor your ſelf, the Devi! doefs bur 

© laugh at you for that idle tarcy. You can= 
not truly glorifie God cicher in minde or 
mouth, whileſt you ſeparate your ſelves 
from Gods Chuict. Neither can you 
communicare with the Catholi; ue Charch, 
whileſt you keep your (clives out of the 
communzon of the Church of Rome, I told 
you bctore Sef.z. that the Roman Church, 
and the Cat5ol19e Church are inforae rate 
Synonymacs, lignitytng one and the ſane 
thing, T he Charch of Fgme 18 that ({arbu- 
” likc{hurch ,out of whoic couamunion who- 
ſuever dycs, {hall never (ce the face of G:d. 
Now ia what -nle the Rowan Chuich 

” 18 caiied the Catholique Church, though I 
have already fhewed you, yes 4 will here 
C 2 ſom» 
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ſomewhat farther explain ir, 

The Catholique Church may bs cenſi- 
dered ; Firſt, in reſpe& of her Frith and 
Dofriuc ; Secondly, in reſpe& of her Go- 
vernmens or Diſcipline. 

According to the firſt conſideration, all 
true particu'ar Churches .and Chriſtians, 
profciling and united in one and the ſame 
Faith and (ommunign, are truly and pre 
perly called, the Carbolique Church ; and 
this is formally the (burcb Catholique, We 
ſay nor, that the Roman Church is thus ; 
that is, fo:mally Catholique : She is in this 
ſenſe 2 part, or member only of the Catbs- 


lique Church. But if we conſider the Ca- | 


tbolique Church in reſpe& of her Goverg- 


/, ment, then the Church of Rome may truly 
' and properly be called Caiholique z though 


not formally, yet cauſally ; becauſe ſhe be- 
ing the Mother and Head of all other par- 
ticular Churches of the Chriſtian world, 
in right of her Biſhop, who is St, Peters 
ſucceſlor, and appointed by Chriſt ro be 
the inpream Head and Governor of his 
whole Church, is the fountain and centre 
of Vnity, wiich ſhe infuſts into the whole 
Catholique (/hurch ; cauſing all the parti- 
cular membcrs thereof to be united in one 
and the ſame ſupream carthly Head and 


Governor. T boic then that tubmic theme 


lelves 
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ſclyes to the Apoſtolique Sea of Rome, and 

are in communion with the Biſſiop thercot, 

by ſubjeRing themſelves ro his Authority 
and Government, acknowledging hira 
 Gbrifts Vicar on earth, & the (ole ſupream 

Head of his Church, may moſt properly be 

termed, Roman Catholiques, 

The Province of Canterbury conſiſted 
of many particular Churches, or Epi/copa! 
Seas , all unired in the Church or Sea of 
Canterbury, which gave denomin2tion to 
the whole Province. Canterbury it (c|? was 
not the whole Province ; buc becauſe jr 
was the Aſetropolitan See, the Head and 

» Mother-ſhurch of the whole Province , 
wherein all the particular Seas of that Pro- 
vince were united, and to whom they yeild- 
ed obcdicnce; the whole Province reccived 
its D:nomirarion from her :-which not- 
withſtanding, being confidercd as a parti- 
cular ({hurch or Divccſe, was but a part or 
member of the Province of Canterbury. $0 
Jikewiſe the Church of Reme being the Me. 

Fs tropslitan Sea of the whole world the Head 

” and Mother- (,purch of the Chriſtian 
wortd, wherein all particular Seas and 
Churchcs whatſoever, thar are in commu- 
nion with the Church Catholique, are uni- 
red z every truc Church in particular, may 
be ſaid to be within the univerſal Province, 

C 3 or 
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or Church of Rome. ”* the Roman 
Church ( comprehending under her al] 
arcicular Churiches whatſocyer, that are 
Lnctin and members of the (atholique, 
ro whom they all owe obedience and fub« 
j3-&ion, and in whom they are all united, 
as in the grand Metropolitan Churchof the 
Chrillizin world ) may properly be ſtyled 

the Catholique Church. 

As then there was the particular Sea, or 
Church of Canterbury, and the whole Pro- 
vince of Canterbury ; ſo allo, there is the 
particular Sea, or Church of Rome, and the 
univerſal Church of Rome, And as the 
particular Sea of Canterbury, was 2 part of 
the Province of Canterbury ; ſo likewiſe the 
particular Church of Rome, is but a part 
of the univerſa!, or Cathelique Church of 
Fome : the Church of Rome, as truly com- 
p:chending all particular Churches of the 
(Þriſtian world 3 as the Province of ('an- 
zerbury contained all the particular Seas of 
that Province. In brief, as the Sea of Ca?- 
terbury was to all the particular Seas of 
that Province ; [o is the Church of Reome 
ro all the particular Churches of the whole 
world. 

And by this you may perceive bow fri- 
voulous that trivial obj:Rion is, which 
bas been ſo often made againk ha: cxpie(- 

19n 


| 
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3 
fion, | Roman (athourque ] as if thoſe 
words implyed a contradition, in lignify - 
ing Particular, and yt Univerſal. 

32. And thu the Roman Church has &> 
ver bin in this ſenſe, the Carho/rque (hurch, 
YiZ. as being the Head and Mother- Church 

/ of ail othcr Chriſtian Churches, appears 


Do&4rine whutſoever, 


/ as plainly as any other point of Faith or 


Neither the Scriptures them{clves, nor 
any Do&rine or Atticle of Fatih, written, 
or unwritten, has deſcended uno us by a 
more full and ample Tradition, then this 
D @&rine of the Primacy of the Apotlolick 
Sta of Rome, and Supremacy of the Bilhop 


the:cof over ail Chu:chcs. 


So tha: hz that. 


ſhall deny or queſtion this, may as well 
69ubt of the $cripturcs, and conſ:quently 
of Chrilts coming ia the tlz[h, and dying 
for the fans of the world. Arc no: the wri- 
:ings of the Ancient Fathers full of i'? has 
not the univerſal praRiſe of the Church ia 
all ages made it ſhine brizht, even at this 
day to the world ? Read the Fathers, Cx- 
emine the (/ounccls, vicw the praiſe of 
Gods Church in all ages, and you will ſoon 
confeſs this to be an apparent and unque- 
itionable Truch, BeGdcs, conſider that the 
Primacy and authority of $t. Peter, and 
his Succeſlors, the Biſhops of Rome , 3s 
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ir hasbeen 2 Dot univerſally receiv*d, 
ſo has ir no known beginning fince the 
time of the «Apoſtles 3 and therefore ac. 
cording to the principles of common Rea- 
fon, we ought to imbrace it a8 an Apo/toli- 
cal Tradition. Were not all the churches 
inthe world formerly united and ſubj.& 
' ro the Sea of Rome > Does it not plainly 
appear in antient Records and Hiftartes , 
when the Eaſtern churches fiſt ſeparated 
from her communion,and denied obc<dience 
ro the Biſhop of Rome? 1s it not appa- 
rent when, and how often thoſe pretended 
churches have been reconcil*'d ro the Ro- 
man (atholique Church? Have not the Pa- 
fcriarchs of Conſtantinople themſelves proe 
feſt and acknowledg*d their obedience and 
ſubjeRion to the Biſhop of Rome, as S.Pe- 
ters Succcfior , -and Supreme Head of 
Chri/ts Church? Was there ever any $9- 
ciety of men profefling the name of Chriſt, 
and divided from the Church of Rome, 
that did not $1:f ſeparate themſelves from 
trer communion? | 

He then that is no Roman (atholique, 
1s none at all, fince by his Schilme he has 
cut himſelf off from the communion of the 
Catholique Church, , and to juſtife his 
Schiſme, he muſt neceſſarily fall intro Here- 
fie,by denying this Do&rine of Faith, viz 
Thac 


by 
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That the Roman PLD is ihe Mather and 
Head of all churches, and the Biſhop there- 
of appointed by Chriſt , asS.*Peters Stic+ 
celJor, to be the Supreme Paſtor and Go- 
vernour of his Carholiquez Church, 

I know you will deay this to be a Do- 
Arine of Faich, but you muſt then con- 
damn the Fathers that taught it, the Couna 
cels that declartd it; The learaed Fathers \ 
of the Church (S, [renaus l1.3.c.3.)S.Hies | 
rome Epiſt. 57. S.({yprian de Unitat, Ec-! 
cleſ. $. Baſil concion.de penitent, S, Leo, 
Serm. 1, in Natal. Apoftolor. Petr. @ 
Paul. Gelafius. in decres. cum 70. Epiſco« 
pis, SAuguſtin. Evift. 92. as allothe re. 
verend Paſtors of the church aſl:mblcd in 
divers Gencral Councels : In the firſt Gee! 
neral Councel of Nice, (an, 6. in the 
Councel of Epheſus, Ad. 3. tnthe Couns; 
cel of Ealcedon, AR. 16. and in the Epi-: 
itle, or relation ſent to Pope Lea from the 
whole Counccl ; in the Councel at Sardfs, 
(an. 3. could plainly lee this DoRrine ts 
— , and ſo might youtco, if you 
would but open youreyes , and not onely 
there, but ia the Univerial Tradition and 
praiſe of the church. This Do&rine was 
receiv*d by the church of England for al- 
moſt a 1000, years together, without inter= 
ruption 3 How then come you to be _— 
[368 
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then all your Forefatbe.s for ſo many ages? 
You recciv'd the Sc iprures from them, 
and to think that they covid 1:0: in:Cipret 
them as well as you, is cxccſliyc pride, and *f 
inſolent madneſs, 
A world of tcſtimonics might be brought 
in confirmation of this Do@rine , but i: 
has ben already fo fuily , and fo of- 
ren prov'd by many le2rned Cboliqurs, 
that ir may be altoether unnecelaty tor 
me to add any further provts , eſp-cially 
ſince my intention is to contain my fſelfe 
within the bounds of s ſhow R ply. 
Wherefore the pretended Greek Church | 
; (though it abkyr and deieft your nw Do | 
Etrines, as damnable and Hercrical, as 3p- 
pears evidently by the book enti-vled [| /c- 
remic Watriarche Confianinorelitat, 
' #fententia defixitive 1: DifArira &f Kli- 
ff / gione Winttenbergerfium Theologorum , 
Wh &c. lAn.1586.) is now no cliurch ut ai], 
 asnc:itherare you, bur a dead branch lop*d 
off by Schi(me and H+refie from the Tree 
cf Lite, a corrupt membcr cu: oft from | 
Ch:iſts myſtical body. | 
3 3. Bur to juſfihie this vour Schiſm, you 
alledg cert2in (anons of the clu ches, | 
* Whici: afuie you, that evcry Provinict | 
Syr04, ts co orggr all things wittiu the Pro» | 
Vince, | 
Aliſm, 


| 
| 
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Anſw. If you tmean by [ AR things) all 
things ami's in macters concerning man- 
ners and Diſcipline, I can eaſily grant it 3 
but this will not ſatisfie you, The Church 
(you ſay) did uſually reform, both in man- 
ners and faith, by Dioceſan, and Provin- 
cial Councelr, 

»Anſw. I confe(s the Pope bas confirm*d 
the As and Decrces of divers Provincial 
Councels, even concerning matters of 
Fi hb, as when they have condemn*'d ſome 
apparent and notorious Herefie , and ana. 
then aiZ*'d ſuch Hereriques 2s haye oppo- 
ſed, either a No&rine univerſally knoan, 
and recrivd by the whole church, or cls 


" ſome Declaration and D.finiion of a 


former General Counce] : and this is all 
that you can gather, cirber ou: of the A fri- 
can Code, or the canons of any Couace], 
cither General o- Provincial. 

As for the ('ede of the yn iverſa! Church, 
by vg cited, you muſt know Door, that 
it was compiled by Schiſmatiqucs and He- 
retiqu's, who ro diminiſh and derogate 
from the juſt Rights and Prerogatives of 
the Bihop of Rome , have 2pparently fal- =... 
fihed divers canons of the Councel of Sere 
are. 

But thar G-neral Du Rrines univerſally 
receiv'd and taught by ibs whole Catho- 

lique 
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lique Church, as Do&:ines deſcending by 
Univerſal Tradition from Chriſt ang his 
Apeſiles, and declar*d to be ſuch by Ge- 
zeral (ounccls ; ſhould be centuril and 
condemn'd , $1\t by one ſingle perſon, 
and afterwards by thoſe only that foilow«d 
him in his A4poſtaſic and Herehie, for Carn» 
able errors mult neceflarily appear to any 
reaſonable and impartial ſpirit , not onely 
moſt unreaſonable and remerarijous , but 
ſacrilegious and damnabie ; yet this you 
have done, charging the whole world with 
groſs and damnable errors , and ailedging 
Sctipture to prove them io, to v. hich you 
appeal to juitific your {poNuſie, moking 
your {clves the ſole Judges and Interpreters 
thereof, 

34. But I mect with a teſtimony of S. Hje 
lary of Poifteurs, toprove, tha: Rome was 
once net only ciltin& from , bur not {9 
much as apart cf rhe Catiholique Chureh, 
his words eitcd are theſe ; <Cuid im (3% V6» 
bis firmiſſima files conflautia mire commur 
nionem fe Mcam continentes 5 [Ca alcris 
extrs Gallias abflinuerunt.” And hence 
you conclude, that the Church of France at 
that time communicated not with Rome, 
unleſs we can prove Rome to be in France, 
* Fnſw. This is much like your former 
conſequences : SHilary was nox ſo fimple 

as 
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25 to think the whole Catholique Church 
was at that time conhn'd to one Country 
or Nation ; he only commended the con- 
ſtancy of his Countrymen , in perſevering 
in the Catholique Faich, and not commu- 
nicating with the Arriavs, which (watm*d 
in divers placcs our of Fraxce, Tf then by 
thoſe words [ c.xierts extra Galias | you 
would exclude all the world,befides France, 
from the Catholique Church, you will but 
make your ſelf ridiculous to the world , in 
making that grear Pillar of the Gallican 
Church ſpeak that , which 211 the world 
knows to be fille; for at that time, neither 
the Church cf Rome, mor any WYeferne 
Church was inf: &ed with Arrianiſm , as 
appears plain:y by S. Baſi!, who was S.H1- 
laries Cretanenn, and a Biſhop in the Ea- 
ſtern Church, viz. of Caz/area in Cappade- 
cid; his worigarc thule , Pos par erat ine 
relligere, quod p-or Dei gratiam quamplu- 
rimi fint, qui fidem thnentur Orthodoxam 
a Patribus Nicauis ſecundum picratis ye- 
gulam traditam negq, vos per Orientem ſoli 
fuiis relitiz at vero univerſus quidem Oc 
cidens vabiſcum unanimiter o& 16bifſcun 
conſpirat. Baſil Epift. 293. Here you ſee 
the whole Weſtern Church vindicated from 
that Hereſie, which doubtleſs S. Hilary well 


— Knew: Thoſcthen in France that retain*d 
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theic antient Faich, kept themſelves-withia 
the communion of the Roman Catbolique 
Church, from whoſe communion nerer yer 
any ſeparated, but Schiſmarioues and He. 
reriqu*s 

34, Then*x: Father of the Church that 
I met with is Ar: b-bil5op Lawd ( as you 
are pleaz*d to call him) whoſe authocicy 
you have oftcn cited, which I cannot but 
wond-rat , fince he was [o far trom bein 
a Fathcr, thit he n:cither liv'd ner diet 
a Son of the Chxrch ; bu: the D-Ror, out 
of that prerendsd A-ch-biſhops book, 
charges :h Chn:ch of X-me with four opi- 
nio!s:*p1zn1nt ro th- pl -in words of Serg-. 
prure, viz. 1, Cranſubſtant14Hton. 3. Adis 
n1/iration of the bleſſed Sacrament to the 
Laity in oxe kind, 3, Inv cnion of Sams, 
4+ Adoration of Imagess 

Anſw. Though ir b nft much perti. 
nent ro Our preſine parp. ſe 19 cxamine 
th:ſe D.& ines accorcing ro Scripture ; 
fince the )-»@or conf: fl.s that the Church 
of Rome, n 4wichRtanding her crrors, is a 
try Church, and 2 member of the one /'4- 
2» [iaue, Sf. 12. yer becauſe he b:li-yes 
the Church of Reme is juſtly charged with 
theſe wnſound and __ [the Do@&rines 
( 2s + 18 pleafed to call them ) I could 1a 


pals ibm by; bui ſhall cndgavous as briefly © 
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as may be co vindicate the Church of Rome 
from that foul and falſe cslumnie. 

35 Firſt then, Tranſubſtaniiation (ac». 
corcing to the Reman (atbelike Do: ine) 
is a true and rcal chanze of the total ſub- 
ance of Bread and Wine, after, and by 
vitruc of tht words of Conſecration pro 
nounc't by the Przeſt, into the true, reall, 
and ſubſtantial B-dy and Blood of Chiiſt, 
Lt: us now cx2mine how this DoRrine is 
tcpugnanit to the plain words of Scrp- 
pure, 

O ir bleſled Saviour ſaith, Matth. 26. 26 
and Mar, 14. 22, 7his is my Body ; and, 
This is my Blood. The words are plain, 
aud b.1y raken literally, muſt 1 ecc}arily 
import a Change, For that which was be- 
fore Bread and Wine, aftcr uur S«viours 
conlicration, is, (according to the proper 
and literal ſenſe of the wores) the very 
Bedy and Flugd of Chrift.Wherc is then the 
Arpugrancy berween this DVefrine and the 
plain words of Scripture ? Chriſt (aycs of 
that vw hich was Bread and ine; This is 
my Bud; and, This is my Bicod. Tie 
Cturch of Reme ſayes (0 two, liiſt-aG then 
of a Kepugnancy, here is a tul' cunſent and 
agreem: 110 bueween the plain rode of our 
$Saviur,und th D:&-znc of rhe Church 
of Rome. VWcell, bur che words are nor 6 
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be taken /;rerally, but figuratively. Be it 
ſo. Then is this DoRrine of the Church 
of Rome repugnant (' at the moſt ) bur to 
the figurative (enſe,not to the plain words, 
or literal ſenſe of Scripture, Bur to come 
cloſer 3 If the Door can produce any one 
Text of Scripturc , that (all be but halfe 
as plain for the Meraphorical or figurative 
ſenſe , or that the Creatures of Brea1 and 
Wine, are not really and ſubſtantially 
changed into the very Body and Blood of 
uk afcer (onſecrarion, bur retain their 
ormer naruic and {ubitance of Bread and 
Wine, as thcſe words of Chri;t are for ſuch 
a change 3 I'will then ( for mypurt) give 
the cauſe, and turn Proteſi2n: too, or any 
thing elſe that DoRor Boughen ſhall com- 
mand me to be. But it he cannot produce 
any ſuch Text (as moit certainly he can- 
not) then is the Do& ine of the Prote- 
ftants and not that of che Church of Rome, 
repugnant 10 the plain words of Scrip- 
ture, 

36 But to juſtifie your ſclyes, and to a- 
yoid the (atholike Defrine of the realpre- 
ſexce and Tranſubſtatiztion, you thus in- 
rerpret thoſe words ; This is my Body, &c. 
viz. This is afiene or figure of my Body: 
but what Scripture have you for & ? What 


authority ? What Catbolique Father , 
what 
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what Cowuncel Cid ever give that interpeta. 
tion of thoſe words ? I cenfeſs, if there be 
no true and real change of Bread and 

Wine into the ſubſtance of th: Body and ' 
Blood of Chrift in the blefled Sacrament, 
then will 1 alſo admit of that interpreta:1on. 
For if there be no ſuch change, then of ne- 
ceſſity thoſe creatures of Bread and Wine 
can be bur bare ſignes and figures onely os 
Chriſts Body and Blood. But bchold Gods 
Providence over his Church, The Holy 
Ghoſt fore-ſceing the eyahions and ſhifts 
that ſome men would uſe to delude the 
world, and to poiſon the Church with their 
Heretical Do&rines, in oppoktion tro 
Gods ſacred Truth, has in St. Lukes Ge« 
ſpel, 22,19, 20 utterly cut you off even 
jrom that very gloſſe and intetprerarion, 
The words of the Evangeliſt, are theſe, 
TzT0 #51 73 ToThewy 1 Kavh Sang oy 
mo 211422 | us TiN vpuay MX wouuor, 
Thi» 2s the Cup of the new Teſtament in my 
blood, which (Cup) is ſbtd for you. Theſe 
are thc words in the Original Language of 
St. Likes Golpet. And though both in the 
Latin and Engliſh tranſlation the Relative 
[ which ] may ſcem to reter to [ Blood } 
as well as to (Cup) yer in the Greck it is 


very plain, that it mult refer to (Cup) It 
Tnen 
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then that whi-h was c-a:infd in the cup, 
ws that which was ſh-d for the fans of the 
world, how could it b: Wiae, o: a ft:n or 
fvu:c ur lv of (hriſts blowd, or any thing 4 
elſe, bu: the true and rea! bloud of Chriſt? 
For ne ſign ot figure of bioul, but Chriſts 
true and real precious bloud was thed for 
the ſins of 5h- world, I will endeavour to 
make this Do&rine appear more plaine by 
this Syllogiſm, 

T hat which was ſhed for the fins of the 
wo:1d, was the truc and real precious 
bloud of Chriſt. 

But: thac which was &#n the cup was that 
which was (hed for the fhns of the. 
world. Ergo. 

That which was in the cup was the true 
and rea] precious bloud of Chrit. 

The Major Propoſition cannot be denied 
without blaſphemy,the Minor is molt plain 
by the words of the Text ; and therefore 
the concluſion muſt necefiarily follow. Here 
is no Fallacy DoRor,in this S31logiſm, no 
more terms then ought ro be in a Sy//s- 
giſm, but to utterly debar you of your 
fsgn or figure, I argue thus : 

hat which was ſhed for thc fins of the 
world , was not a ſign or figure only 
of Chriſts bloud. 

But that which was in the Cup wag yr 

or 
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for the fins of the world. Ergo. 

That which was in the Cup was not a 

lign or figure only of Chritt's bloud. 

Thoſe words then, TsTo 641 78 mo- 
Tiewy 1 Kaurn Juan o& dlunti ws. 
This is the Cup, the 'New Teſtament 19% my - 
Blood , cannor admit of this imcerpretati» 
on; This (/up is4 ſign of my Blood; unleſs 
you will grant that a bare ſign of Chriſt's 
bloud was ſhed for the fins of the world, 
which is bigh blaſphemy. For it is very 

laia by the expreſs words of the Text, 
hat the very Cup which wasthe New Te» 
ftement in Chriſt*s Blood, was ſhed for the 
{ins of the world; wherefore that Cp could 
not be a gn onely , but the tru precious 
bloud of our Saviour. 

Whnt ſay you DoRor ? who now main- 
tains DoR-ines repugnant to pliin words 
of Scripture? you, Or the Church of Rome? 
you will ſay, perchance, that thoſe words 
T3 wp vg Uywhuloy were for- 
merly bu: Mgrginal Nore , and are now 
crept into the Text , and that all the Greek 
copics of 5, Lukes Goſpel are corrupted. 
'This indced is the anſwer that one of your 
great and learned Reformers , Bey , bas 
given, though without any ground , or co- 

lourablc 
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lourableproof : bur he well knew, that the 
words of the Text were lo plain, that they 


could not admit of any other ſhift or evaſi- , 


on ; and by this ſhift you may eyade any 
authority of Scris:are that may be brought 
againſt you ; and (had truth no other way 
to defend ir ſel1) we allo might thus an- 
{wer any text of Scriprure , that can be 
alledged againſt any DoRrine of the 
Church of Romc. 

37. But let us now ſce what the antient 
Fathers ſay concerning this ford Defrine, 
end repugnant tothe plain words of Scri- 
pture, 

S. Chryſoſtome ſcaking of Chriſt's pres 
ſence in the blefle4 Sacramenr , las theſe 
words ; Ecceeum vides, ipſum tangis , 
ipſum manducas, Et tu quilcm veſtimenta 
cupts videre. TIpſe vero tibi concedit, non 
rentum videre , veriun & nanducare, &f 
tangere, inirate ſumere.,Hom.G0.4d Pop. 
Aniigchen. Behold thou lect him(Chiilt) 
theu noucheſt him, thou cateſt him , 
thou deſireft to ſee his garments, aud 
he is plear'd that theu ſhouldeſt wot 
only ſce him, but alſo ext him , touch 
him, and receive bim within thy body. And 
tha this ſecing, cating , touching and re- 
ceiving Chriſt, is not in a bare figure onlv, 
appears plainly by theſe words of the Fa- 

ther 
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ther following in the fame Howily; Qued 
Angeli videnres harreſcuns , neg, libere 
audent intuvers proptcr emicentcm inde 
\ ſplendorem, hoe nos paſcimuvy. That which 
the Angels tremble $0 behold , and ſcarce 
dare preſume to look upon, by reaſon of is 
glorious ſplendor, even this do we feed on. 
Mark this good DoRor z Angels tremble 
not at ſuch mean creatures as Bread and 
Wine , neither have theſe creatures as bare 
ſigns only of Chriſts body and bloud, ſuch 
glorious luſtre and ſplendor : Indeed 
Ghriſts true body , which good Catho- 
liques feed on , is a glorioug body, ren 
2houſand rimes more glorious then the 
Sun , though the glory thereof, as being a 
ſpiricual body,cannor appearto mortal eyes, 
And that you may not fly to your other 
ſhift, and ſay, that we receive and feed on 
Chrifts body by Faith and love only , hear 
what the ſame Father ſayesin the ſame Ho- 
mily, a little before the laſt words cited ; 
Neg, enim illi ſatis fuit hominem fieri , 
colaphis cadi,ey crucifigt,uerum ut ſemet= 
ipſum nobis commiſcet, @ nos fide tanziim, 
verum & ipſa ve, nos ſuum efficit cor- 
pur, He ( Chriſt ) was not onely cone 
zented to become man, to be buffered 
and crucified , but he alſo incorporates 
Pimſelfe into us, and makes us to be 
bv 
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his ewn body, nos by Flith ouly, but 
truly and really, And (Hom. 61, ad Pyp, 


e/in110.) the ſame Ex:her thus ſaith; Unum/ 


corpus clficimur &'c. Us itag nou 14ut1un 
per 6h4ritatem hoc fizmus , Verum enam 
ifſa re, in illam miſccamur carnem ; hoc 
namg, per eſcam efficitur quam largitus ef 
nobts. We are become one and the [ame 
body [with Chriſt, viz by the power of che 
biefſed Sacrament ] 1 has thea we may be 
fa not by charity oxly, bs truly and really 
let us be incorporated into that fleſh , for 
this is brought to paſs by that food which 
be has given us. And now Door, how js 
it poſſible that Bread and Wine ſhould in- 
corporare us into Chriſt's flelh ; or that 
bare figures (heuld make us become one 
body with him,an that not only (piritually 
and myſtically, buc truly and really ? Bur 
let ns hear the ſame Father ſpcak once 
more; ( Hom, 60, ad Pop, Antioch.) Nos 
Miniftrorum tenemus locum, qui ver {an- 
Aifecat ea & inmmutat ipſe cji. We ſupply 
the plac? of Aiinift rs, but he thas [an@i- 
fies and changes th:m is (Chiilt) bimſelf. 
Here is a change, and chat by i;c power of 
Ch-iſt, norchen by the Faich vi che com» 
municant, 

38. Lect us now hear what $.4:n:rofe 
lay&5, 


Op oo _—  ————— - 


OD _— Cc  —— - 


( &« 
ayes, (le Sacra, !1. 4. c. 4.) Panis ite 
panis eſt ante verba Sucramentorum 3 ubs 
4cceſſeris conſecratio, de pane fis cars 
(-briſti; quomo1o poteſt qui panis eff 
corpus cſſe Chriſti? Conſccratione. Before 
the words of {/onſecration it is bread ; 4s 
ſoon as Conſceration comes, of bread , it # 
made tbe. jieſh of Chriſti. ( Mark thole 
words, Dec pare, of, or from bread ) How 
can that which 1s oread , become the Body 
of Chril? by conſecration. And a little 
after, Si ergo tanita vis oft in ſermonc De- 
mini Feſuzut anciperent eſſe que non cravnt, 
quanto magis epcratorius eſt,ust que erent, 
Tn aliud commutentur ? If then there be 
ſo great pon er inthe word of our Lord ITe- 
ſus, tbas thoſc things which had no being, 
ſhould begin to bave a being ; bow much 
rather does it effef , thas thoſe 1bings 
which had a being, fhould bechang'd into 
an #ther ſubQnce? Here then is a change, 
a ſubſtantial or « fſeacial change, as appears 
plainly by thoſe words ( in aliud commu- 
tertur) ( And what does a ſubſtantial or 
an eſſential change dif:r trom Tranſub- 
ſtanciarion ? ) and this change is wrought 
p: incipally by Ch.iſts omniporcu power, 
ialtrumcnally by the words of Conſecra- 
Wn pronounc't by the Prieſt; :hcn doubt» 
leſs, 110 Ly the fairh and charity of the 
communicant. 33.50me 
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39. Some of your Sect | know have been 
very forward to acknowledg (/hr:ft truly 
and really preſent in the bleſſed Sacrament; 


nay , that Chrifts body is really preſenc 1 
there, but how ?' by faich 3 bur what you | 


mean by that expreſſion , [ by Faith ] I 
know not ; howbett I am ſure you muft 


underftandeither the manncr,or the means *' 


| 


of Chrifts body being really preſentthere; | 


If by thoſe words you underſtand the man- 


| 


ner of Chriſts body being preſent in the Sa- | 


crament, then is his body preſent chere sp- 
prebenſvely only; for by Faith the ſoul ap- 
prebendsChriſts bocy,which in thar appre- 


henſion is ſpiritually preſent to the faithful. | 


andworthy communicant;bur how then can 
this becleard from a contradiction? for 
to be preſent apprehenſively only by faith, 
is contradiftinguiſhr from being truly and 
really preſent 3 {o that to ſay, Chrifts bo. 
; dy is truly and really in the bleſſed Sacra- 
- ment by faith , is inc#:& to ſay , Chriſts 
body is truly and really in the Sacrament, 
and, Chriſts body is not truly and really 
in the Sacrament, 

And if by Faith you underſtand the 
means, that is, cither the meritorzoxs (par 
don that _— or inſtrumenial cauſe of 
Chriſts body being really p cient in the 
Sacrament, or a necefary condition, with« 


out | 


' 
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out which Chriſt's body cannot be really 
reſent there ; then f:{t you contradict,the 
, forecited Fathers , who (ay, that Chriſt's 
body is really preſent in the Sacrament by 
the omniportent power of Chriſt in the 
words of (onſecration pronounc't by the 
Prieſt. Secondly, this real preſence of 
Chriſt's body, muſt be either by a change 
of one ſabſance into another, and ſocon- 
ſequently by that which the Church calls 
Trau/{ublantiation (and then you will 
not accuſe that DoQrine for being repug - 
nent 16 the plain words of Seriptare ) oc 
| elſe by con{ubſtantiation; and then why do 

+you not adore it ? and why do you charge 
' the (hurch of Rome with Idolacry for ad- 
oring Chrift whereſover he is 60rporally 
preſent, fince his Humanity is inſeparably - 


= ——— — 


and Hypofatically united to bis Drvinity ,—> | 


49, Let us now hcar what Euſebius E- 
miſſenus fayes , Invijibilis ſaterdos viſt= 
biles creaturas in ſubjiantiam corporis & 
ſanguinzs ſui, verbo ſuo ſecreti poteftare 
convertit : Theſe words are cited out of 
the Author by Gratian. (de conſecrar. dif; 

\ 2. C. quis corpus.) The invifible Pricff 
(Chriſt) converts the viſible creatures into 
tbe ſubRance of his bedy and blvud by his 

-word, by bis ſecret puwer, How can Tren- 
ſubſtantiation be more plainly cxprſs*r, 
thea in theſe words F Or what is Tras- 

D [ubſiquitation 


_ 
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ſub2antiation, bur a change of creatures 
into another ſubſtance Many more teſti. 
monies might be b:ought both from the 
antient and modern Fathers in confirma- 
tion of this DoQrine, which roavoid pro- 
lixity 1 have omitted, 

41. This DofQrine of Tranſnbſtantia- 
tion bcing proved (as i: hath been both by 
Scripture and Fathers) is a ſufficient ju- 
Kification of the adminiftration of the 
bleſſed Sacrament 102he Laity in onc kind, 
( the blefled Sacrament being integrally 
as wc<ll as eflentially contain*d under either 
kind) whichis the fecond Do&@rine repug- 
nant (as you ſay) to the plain words of 
Scripture, But where is ir ſaid in Scri- 
pture, Tou fral! mot adminiſter he bleſſed 
Sacrament 10 the Laity in one kind onely? 
Or where is it ſaid 3 Tou ſhall adminifter 
the bleſſed Sacrament to the Laity nnder 
both kinds ? It any ſuch precept be con» 
rain*d in plain words of $criptare , why 

as it never yer becn diſcovere:! ? and if 
there be no ſuch plain precept there, then 
the adminiſtration of the blo(ſed Sacra- 
ment to the Laity in one kind, cannot be 
repugnant 10 piain words of Scripture; 
the nnlawfulncis th", of C31, ly. bur Car rhe 
moR) deiuciole from ſome places of rhe 
Scripure » Which Peftg obſcure and am bie 
"LMS, 


| 
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ouous, cannot be berter interpreted then 
by the antient and univerſal practiſe of the 
; achurch, which in forwer ages eftcemed the 
26miniftration of the blclled Sacrament to 
the Laity, under one or both kinds, a 
thing indifferent, and upon ſeveral occah - 
ons praQiſed bothz as when the Manzebces 
abſtaining from wine, 2s a thing unlawful, 
condemned the uſe of the (balice in the 
bleſled Sacrament, divers Catholique Bis 
ſhops in oppolition to thoſe Herctiques ,' 
commended tbe praftiſe of communicating 
under both kinds : and afterwards , when 
this crrour was exploded , and a contrary 
lucceeded, viz. an opinion of certain He- 
retiques z who maintain'd the neceffity of 
communicating under both kinds , becauſe 
(as they (4id) Chriſt was not wholly and 
entirely comtain*d under cither ; Then the 
church to prevent a farther Scbiſm,declared 
the lawfulneſs and ſufficiency of communi= 
cating in one kind only , and did withall 
forbid the adminiſtration of the bleſſed Sa- 
crament under both. The indiffcrency of 
communicating in one or buth kinds , and 
the antiene praRiſe of the church in relaci= 
on therunto, I baveel[where ſhown,SeR. 20 
wherefore here I will only add thoſe words 
"of our blefled Saviour in confii mation 
thercot ,Jo. 6, 59.. He that eatcth this 
D 2 bread 
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bread ſhall live for evey. If then the eng of 
the inſtitution of the blcfled Sacrament, 
which is eternal life, may be obtain'd by 
cating only the body oft Chrift ; ic cannor 
be neccfary for ſalvation ro communicate 
ia both kinds , fiacc Taly tion may be ob- 
rain'd by communicating under the Speczes 
of Bread only; and theſc words are aplain 
expofition of thoſe words precedent {o of- 
ren alledg*d againſt the Church of Rome 
by Heretiques, Jo. 6. 54. Unleſs ye ſhall 
eat the fleſh of the Son of man, and drink 
his bloud , ye ſhall not have life zn you: 
whoreby it appeares that the conjunRive 
[| eArd ] is to beraken disjunCtively for 
[Or] as it is in thoſe words of the Apoſtle, 
' AR. 3.6. Silver and gold bave I note 3 
where the (en(c is,Szlucr cr gold baveTnone. 
Befdes, Chrifts body and bloud bcing 
entirely contain*d under «cither Species , 
whoſoever receives his boy, muit alſo rc- 
ceive his bloud: and fince Bloud is proper» 
ly the ſubje& of drinking , not of cating , 
he that any way receives Chriſts bloud, 
may be (aid ro drink ir , drinking being as 
properly refer io the ſubjed , as to the 
«ton: Wiicictore though that word[ And] 
were to be taken conjunRiveiy ( as it is 


- 


not ) yer were it luficient ro communicate + 


undcr one Species only; becauſe whoſocver 
cats 
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eacs Chriſts body LF allo necefarily 
dcink bis bloud, 

Thoſe other Texts ſo much urged by 
Proteſtants, Mat. 26. 27. Drink ye all of 
this : And Luca32.19, Dothis in remens- 
brance of me , are very impertinent; thoſe 
words being ſpoken to the Apoſtles only, 
and ro them as Priefts and Biſhcys, not in 
relation to the Sacrament only , but to the 
Sacrifice, which the Apoſiles and thei: 
Succefiors, the Prieſts, were to offer up for 
a continual commemoration of Chrz/?s 
Paſſion. Behdes, ir is co be obſerv*d, thac 
ou: bleed Saviour uled not thoſe words 
abſolutely, { Do this in remembrance cf 
mc ] bur only when he gave his Body uns 
der the Species of Bread ; and when he 
aiminiftied the (vp , then be uſed them 
conditionally; Ds this, as often as ye ſhall” 
drink, in rememorance of me. 

42. Ihethicd fond Derive, and repug- 
vant r0 the plain words of Scripture , is, 
invocation of Saints. Burt where are thoſe 
plain words of Scrip::e ? I bave read the 
Old and New Teſcament, yet never could 
find any ſuch preceprt as this, Theu ſhalt 
1u9', or, r0 man ſhall juvocatc Saints, Or, 
Thou ſalt not defirethe Seints to offer ap 
thy prayers to God. Or, Thou ſ6alt net proy' 
20 the Saints to pray for thee ; and if no 

D ; ſuch 
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ſach precept can be found in Scripture , in 
lain terms ( as never any ſuch was yet 


diſcovered there) then doubtleſs this Do- , 


Erine is not repugnant 30 the plain words 
of Scripture. But on the contraty , 1 find 
this Do&rine, viz. That the bleſſed Saints 
may be invocated, very probably (if not ne- 
ceiſarily) deducible from Scripture. For 
if Angels may be inyocated, why may 1:0t 
Saints, who ſee God as well as the An- 


| gels, and are in the ſame ſtate of bliſs and 


glory with thoſe bleſſed Spirits ? but that 
the Angels may be invocated,is moſt plain 
in divers placcs of Scripture, As from the 


' 
/ 
' 
| 


examples of cAbraham,Gcn.ts. who in that | 


on? chapter prayed fix times to the Zrge!: 
Of Lor, Gen. 19, Of Facob, Gen. 32. and 
Gen. 48, 15. where Faceb bleſling the ſons 
of Foſeph, after he had invocated his A1:- 
gcl Guardian , uſeth thele words, And 
let my name, 4nd the name of my Fathers, 


" Abraham and Iſaac be invocated on them. 


Which words are far more plain for Inws- 
cation of Saints, then any place df Scri- 
prure that you or any ocker can ailcdg, can 
make againſt it, 

And 1 defire you to take S. Angnftives 


obſervation along with you upon thoſe - 
words, VUnde z6randum ef (faith he ) non. 


ſelum exauditionem , jcd & invocetionen 


dict 


= ” 
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dict aliquando, qnz non Dei, ſed hominum 
ſunt, Aug. iu Gen, t0.3, Whence we may 
obſerve, that ſometimes, not only bearing, 
but Invocation 4lſs is ſpoken of, as not be- 
longing to Ged ( only ) but to men. S0 
likewiſe from the example of Moſes, (Ex. 
32.) where the Angel of God appeared to 
him in a flaming bulh , S.Srephcn himſelf 
interpretingitſo, aAf.7 30. Of Gedcon, 
Tudg,11.6. Of Toſuah, Toſ.5.15. who pro- 
ſtrate adored an Angel,knowing bim to be 
an Angel, Of S.Fohn, Rev.1tg, and Kev. 
22, which places ſome of you have moſt 
ridiculouſly alledged againit this Dorine 
of Invocarton of Saints and Angels, For 


' that blefſed Apofile S. Tohn , cither knew 


him tobe an Angel, or not; if he knew 
him not to be an Angel, then he miltook 
the Argel for Chrijt, as probably he 
might, becauſe the Angel ipake in the 
perioa of Chriſt, ſwying3 I au *At- 
pha and Omega, Oc, and then the Fpo(tlc 
might off-r to adore him with divine wor- 
ſhip, which the Axgel diſcovering bimſelf 
to be bur an »Angecl, might jultly reprove : 
and this interpretation 5, Auguſtine gives 
of it, q.61.in Gen. Or elſe S. Fobhn knew 
him to be but an Angel, andit ſo, then 
it cannot be rcaſonabiy ſuppos'd , that the 


" bleſſed ApoiMle could finin worlhipping the 
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Axeel; becauſe he having receiv'd the 
Holy Ghoſt , as well asthe reſt of the »A. 
poſtles, and being ſo dear to our bleſſed 
Sviour, infomuch char he is tiled beyond 
all che reſt of the Apoſiles , The beloved 
Diſciple , $6.16. 23. could not but know, 
even as the Angel himſelf, what worihip 
was due to God, and wiat to an Angel, 
Belides, if S. Tohn*s adoration of the eAx- 
gcl had been reprov*d by the Avgel, as in 
it ſelf ſimply bs: 266+ z cain it be imagined 
that ſo great an ApoBile, ſo great a Propher 
and Evangeliſt, would a ſecond time fall 
into the ſame error? If then upon a miſtake 


the eApoſile adored the Angel for God, . 
choſe words of the &4ngel may be a prohi-. 


dirion, or rebuke , otherwiſe it was but a 
- modeſt refuſal of the Ange! , who (ecing 
how dear S. To5a was to Chriſt, and what 
ſecret and ſublime myſteries had been re- 
veal*d unto him, more then to any of the 0- 
eher Apo/les, plainly foreſary that the ble(- 
fed Apafile ſhould ene day be exalted to an 
bigher degree of ;lory in heaven,and ſhould 
be neerer ro God then the Ange! himſelf; 
ſo that, in brief, befides the lawfulncſs of 
adoring Angcls (and conſequently Saints) 
there is nothing elle from this place vb- 
ſeryeable , bun S, Fobnts humility in ado- 
ring the Arnge!, and the Anzels modeſt y 


1 11 retul; 19 ehe a01ation. I £ 
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Tf chen Abraham, (4 Izcob, Toſuab, 
Gedeon , and S. I6/;7 that great Apoille, 
and beloved Diſciple, might Lavfull y adore 
and invocate eAngels, why may not we in- 
yocate the bleſſed Saints, who rogether with 
the 1ngels,ſee and praile God continually? 
why may not we dcfire the aſſiſtance of 
their prayers to God tor us ? 

43. But perchance this Invocation of 
$einzs is (ome new upſtice Dofrine, late- 
ly invented, and brought in by the Cburch 
of Rome. +»Auſw. As new as it is, it either 
you, Do&dr, or any Proteſtant in the 
world, can ihew bur as much eAntiquisy 
tor your Religion, as 1 can for this Do- 
&rine, I will then ſhake hands with you, 
and become a Pro:cftant my (elf, 

Let us then look back towards the Pri- 
mitive times, and examine the antient Do- 
Qrine and pra&ile of the Church, Theode- 
rct, who lived An. Chriſti 430. proves this 
Do&rine by the general practiſe of the 
Church in his time 3 Qui in peregrination 
nem aliquam mittuwtur (l(aith be) petunt 
inflanter hos ( ſaxfos VMartyres) fiert 
vie comites, @ duces itineris; qui rear 
tum nanciſcuntur afferunt coufeſionem — 
gratie, non ut Des ipſos gdeuntes, ſed ut 
bomines divines orantcs, & interceſſores 
pro itfes fieri poſtulantes, Serm, Þ. de cue 
rand, Grator. affeFionib. (five) de Mer- 

Ds $)rjbus. 
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tyribus. Thoſe that undertake any journe, 
earneſtly, defire them (ch: holy Martyrs) 
to accompany and guide then ia 1hCtr jour- 
cy, end tboſe that return in [afety, offer 
up an acknowledgment of their favours, 
making their a1ireſſes unto them , nt as 


Gods , but prativg unto them as Divine 
men, end beſceching them ro become znter- 
ceſſors for them. 


Let us hear Cyr! of Alexandria ſpeak 
ing inthe Councel of Epheſus, hell An, 
4z1.where bimſclt was Pope Celeſiines De- 
legarez Salve & nobis Deipara Maria , 
per quam pretic/a Crix Celtbratur , Of 4 
doratur uniucrſo crbe. Fail, O Mary, 
Mether of God ,by whem the precians Croſs 
Is revercic®t , aud ador'd throueh wt the 
whole world. Let us hear S.P aft ( Epi, 
205. 4d Tulian Apoſt.) who lived in the 
yeare of Chtiit 370. Sans eApoſtolog 
Propbetar, & Mariyres inv0c0, us apud 
Deum ſutplicent, & charaTeres imaginum 
ipſorum honero & weneror his traditis 
8 ſanftis Afojiclis. I invocate the holy 


Cobpeſilcs, Prophets , and Martyrs , that 


they may pray to God (for us) TI honor and 
reverence their Images 3 theſe things be- 
ing delivered unto us by the holy Apoftiles, 


Here we find that almoRt 1300, years ſince, + | 


this DoQrine of Invocation of Saints, and 
bhonoure 
E : 
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honouring theic Images , was receiv*d by 
the Church as an ApoFolical Tradition : 
and Calvin himſelf ( Inffit. Ii, 3.c. 20. 
#.22, (peaking of the third Councel of 
Carthage, whereat S, Auguſtine was pre-/ 
ſent, acknowledges, that at that tims Inve- 
cation of Saints was praQis'd by the 
Church. E. tempe$tare (ſaith he) moris 6x 
rat dicerc; ſana Maria, 4ut, ſanfte Pe- 
tre, 0rd prow bis. Atthat time it was 4 
cuftome 10 [ay, Saint Mary,qer Saint Peter, 
pray for 1s, X 

S. Hicrom ( Tom. 1. p4- 59. edit. Pariſ.... 
and To.p.122. edit, Bafilienſ.)und S.4m- 
broſe li. de viduts, deduce and prove this 
DoRrine out of Scripture ; and certainly 
theſe holy and reverend Fathers could in- 
terprer Scripture as well as Tebn ('alvin. 
Neither is it imagineable, that either theſe 
Fathers, orTheodoret, or S.Baſi! , would 
maintain a No&rine, and that by Scri- 
pture, which ſhould be repugnant to plain 
words of Scripture. 

Beſides, that DoQrine which has been 
confirm*d by the atteſtation of Divine 
Miracles muſt be true ; but this No@rine 
of Invocation of Saints has been thus atte- 
ſed, therefore it muſt be true, The major 
is proved out of Scripture, Mar.6.:0, and 
cannot be denizd or queſtion*d without 

| blaſphemy : 
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blaſphemy: and if you deny tie Minor,yuu 
ma giveTheoderet & S./{uguſiine ihe lye, 
the former proving it in the torecited place, 
(1i.8. de Martyrib,):he laer (De caviar, 
Dc li. 2».c. 6.) where he recounts above 
z hundred Miraclis { of ſome wherest he 
was an eye-witniſs) wrought by Gol, vp- 
on the prayers at the Aſonumen? ati Re- 
/Aques of S. Stephen 3 and that prayers 
were mace co the Saints, who ailo hoard 
and underſtood the prayers of fuch 55 
prayed untothcm , a3p4J the manner kow 
they underſtand our prave:s, and that they 
vrant faveurs to thoſe thit. pray unto 
' them, SUd4ugiiſhiiic will vl you prainly in 
is lf. 22d i 6, has. is CUY- £Y6. MIO7E, bi- 
bend: 

Thus is Invecation of Sxints vindica- 
ted , both from retugnaicy 19 Scripture, 
and nove/:y. I come now to the fourth and 
laſt fond Potrine, wherewith the Church 
of Rome ſtangs charg'd;z which is, eAd674- 
tion of Images, 

44. For the better cleating the Church 
from this charge, I thought ic neceflary to 
declare the DoRrine of the Catkolique 
Church concerning Images , which is this, 
The Images of Chril, of the Mother of 
God, aud other Saints, may be bad and 
hep, and duc hozour and rcucrensc js 20 
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be given unto then 3 as appeares by the 
Profeſſion of Faith compos*d and autho- 
t:zd by the Councel of Trene. Where are 
the plain words of Scripture to which ehis 
Dodrine is repugnant ? Where is it (aid 
in Scripture ; in plain and expreſs words, 
Thou jnalt 103 givc any worſhip, honor, or 
reverence toe Images of Chriſt, or of 
his Mother, or of other Saints? The Scri- 
prure in divers places forbids Divine wor- 
ip to be given to Idols, or falſe Gods, 
»s Exod. 20, Lewjt. 26. Deute 5. Iſa) 49, 
&c, bu: where is ir ſaid, Thou ſhalt nos 
wor ip, benor, or reverence tbe holy TIma- 
2:15 of Chril, or of his Saints ? Thoſe 
Texcs of Scripture torbid oniy , that rhe 
worihip due ro God, jhould be given co 
creatures, Idels , or falſe Gols ; where 
then is ibe repugnancy between the Do- 
Qrine of the Church of Rome , and plain 
words of Scripture? The Scripcure for- 
bids Tdelatry, fo does, and cver did the 
Church of Fpme. The Scripture forbids 
Divine worſhip to be given to any thing 
but God, ſo does the Church of Rome, 
God forbids Graven Images , that is I- 
Aols, to be ſer up and adored with Divine 
worlhip ; and the Church of Rome com- 
mands due hogor and reverence to be given 
to holy Images of Chriſt , and bis Saints. 
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I muſt again 9. - where is the repuge 
nancy between this Do&riae of che Church 
of Rome, and the plain words of Scripture) 
If you ſay, that thoſe words Ex. 20. Thou 
ſoals 193 make to thy ſclf any graven I- 
mage, fc. Thou ſhalt nos fall downe an4 
worſhip it, are plain againitthis DoQrine, 
I will confeſs, that they are as plain againft 
it, as any words of Scr ip;ure, cither of the 
Old or New Teftament ; bur if you argue 
from theſe words, (as many of your SeR 
have done) that therefore iris not lawfuli 
to honor or reverence the holy Images of 
Chriſt, and his Szinrs; here is then a dou- 
ble fll2cy, A difo ſecundum quod, ad di. 
Fun: ſempliciter, For neither are all 114+ 
ges, bur only 1d91s , nor all worſhip , but 
only Divine warſhip forbidden in thoſe 
words, | may as well conclule, chat be. 
cauſe it is ſaid in Scriprure, God.only is to 
be worſhipt, therefore we muſt nor wor- 
ſhip Kings, Princes, and Magiſtrates. But 
good DoQor, as there isa Divine wor ſhip 
due ro God, and to him only, ſo there isa 
civil worſhip due to Kings, Princes, and 
Magiſtrates ; and another ſors of worſhi 

dueto Angels and Saints; and (o likewile 
there is a reverence ant honor due to the 
holy Images of Chriſt and his Saints, not 


& divine, or abſolute, but a certain far in- 
; feriour 


feriour worſhip, and meerly relatiye. Is it 
a greater ſin in me to adore Chrift in or 
before his image , then it was in Jacob to 
adore Toſeph in his Rod or Scepter? S. Paul 
ſaycs, (Heb. 11, 21.) that Tacab adored the 
rop of ſoſephs Rod : wherein ſaith S. Chri- 
ſoil. Hom.66, and Theo1oret q.498, in Gen. 
Toſephs dream was fulfilled, viz. That his 
Father ſhould worſhip bim. From Iacob 
under the 014, let us come to the Fathers 
under the New Teſtament. Yeu have al- 
ready heard S. Baſil Epitl.ad [ulian, 20s, 
publikely profeſſing, that he adored the I- 
mages of the holy 5pa/tles, Prophets, and 
Martyrs; and that this kind of Adoreti- 
on of Images, was an Apeſiolical Traditi- 
01, You have heard what S. {yril Of eA- 
lexandyiz delivercd in his Howily before 
the Counccl of Epheſus (the third General 
Councel!) where himſelf was Preſcdent un- 
der Pope Celeſtine ; jt will not be imper- 
tinent to repcat his words, Hail Mary, mo- 
they of God, by whom the precious (roſs 
is revcrenc't ard adored throughout the 
whole world. Here isthe Image of the Ho» 
ly Croſs adored throughout the whole 
world (according toS Cyril) in relation to 
him that died on it: and it is more then. 
probable, that the whole Church {hen re- 
preſented in that Counge] , did. pales 

riat 
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that Adoration ; otherwiſe, doubtleſs, the 
Councel would bave declar'd their diſſent 
from S.Cyril, and their diflike of his ex- 
preflion. And now can any reaſonable man 
imagine, that thoſe boly and Icarned Fa- 
thers, S, Baſil, S.Cyril,acd S.Chryſofome, 
Thcoderet , ſhould maintain, and the 
whole Counccl of Eppcſus opprove of 
a Dofrine, or praQtile repugnans 20 
plain words of Scriprure? Belides , it is 
not 2s lawful to adore the [mages , as the 
Reliques of Sginis ? and is itnot known 
to all the world with wha: holy zeale and 
birterneſs S.Hierome inveizh's againſt Vie 
gilantius, tor oppoting and condemning 
ehat praQtiſe ? Docs he not charge Vigz 
lartius with Blaſphermy , tor 1p2aking "= 
gainſt the 419078179 of ſacred Reliques ? 
Has not Got by many apparent Aliracles 
approv'd this holy praRiſe® ( Areuſt, de 
Cru1it.Dei lib, c.8.) ; 

Tho teſtimonies char might be brovght 
coconficm this Do&rine, would ſwell to a 
large volume. 1 will oaly add this, that in 
the time of the {econd General Councel, 
it was acuſtame to adorn Churches with 
Images ; as appears by S. Gregory 'N 474i» 
#nzcn, (Epiſt. 49. ad Olympium) who ſate 
ia that Councel : as alſo by this teſtimony 
out of Exſebius, who (ate in the firſt Ge» 
neral Councel of Nice , held about the 

Ds year 
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year of Chri/? 325. thatia his time, and 
long before, Images of Chriſt and bis A- 
poitles were made and adored, Hift.Ecclef, 
[1.7.C.14. his words are theſe; Et nos oA- 
poſtolorum ipfuus ( Chriſti ) imagines , 
Pauli, & Petri, & ip/ins etiam Chriſti vi- 
dimus per colores in pifluris conſervats g 
entiquw, ut per oft, inmutabiliter ſolitis 
bec medo honorare, &'c. We alſo have ſeen 
the Images of Chrifls Apoſtles, Paul, and 
Peter, 45 41ſo of Chriſt bimſelf , preſeryfd 
in Pifures by colours, our +Anceſtors bee 
Sg wont, 4518 is fit, 10 honor them after 
this Manners 

I paſs by the authority of 5, Gregory, 


| who very learnedly and copioufly detendg 


this Do@rine (1i.9. Epiſt, 9g.) of Leouti- 
us , $. Gregorics Corrancan , Biſhop of 
NeavolisinT/'rprus , who purpoſely wrote 
in defence of this Do&rine : As alſo of the 
ſecond General Councel of (ce , which 
defin*d and declard this Do@rine to be an 
eApoſiolical Tradition, condemning and 
anatbematizing the Tconoclaſts, or lmage- 
breakers, as Herctiques, I omit alſo the 
preſent proQile of the pretended Greek 
Church , which you may plainly read in 
Teremias , Patriarch of Conflantinople ; 
(Cerſura Orient, Eccleſ. c. 21. } where he 
maintzins and yindicat?s this DoRrine of 

henor- 


(8): 

honoring and teverencing Images from 
ſuperſtition and Idolatry, againſt the Pro- 
reſftants. All rheſe I purpoſely paſs by, be- 
cauſe I will contain my (elf within the fir 
five hundred years, to which you have ap- 
pcaled, You ſeethen, Door, the. practiſe 
and doRrine of the Church within five 
hundred years after Chrifls birth , in the 
Fathers and Councels above-cited. Bz now 
as good as your word, ſubmit to their ſen- 
tence for trial of the truth of Relrgion, 
and you will (by Gods grace) ſoon return | 
to your Mother , the Roman (/anbolique 
Church. 

Thus is that charge , which you lay, 
(Se. 28.of your ſecond anſwer) 1c know 
net how to ſviſr off , fully anſwer's, 

45. inthe next Scf. 25, 3 meet with 
ſome Autharicies agatonit tht JuriſdiQion 
of che Biſnop of Rome. The firit is of S.T- 
renaus, who ſharply checked and reproved 
BiſhopViRor for keeping [uch 8 fir about 
the obſervation of Eaſter, and cxcommuni- 
cating divers Churches,becauſe they would 
not ſloop ro bis lure. Anſw. That Pope 
Vier, who goverg'd the Church about 
290, years aker the birch of our Saviour, 
excommunicated the Churches of 4fia for 
their too much Judaizing inthe obſcrvati- 
on of Eaſter, is a very ſtrong argyment a- 
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gainſt you, For firſt, 2 vii was a ptous 
and blefled man, and therefore it cannor 
be reaſonably imagin*d, that he would us 
ſurp a power which Chriſt never gave him. 
Secondly , thoſe Churches of Ap never 
prortited againſt his)Juriſdi&ion over them, 
which certainly they would bave done, had 
not the Churck in thoſe dayes eſteemed 
the Biſhop of Rome the common Paſtor of 
Chriſts Church , and appointed by Chriſt 
be under bim, the ſupreme Head there- 
of. Thirdly, when S, Ireneus expoſtulated 
with him for his ſeverity in excommunica- 
ting the Exfters ({burches, he never char- 
zed him for tranſgrefſing the bounds of his 
Juriſdiftion, or for uſurping 2 power which 
Chrift never delegated unto him, which in 
all probability he would have done, had he 
not look*t on the Biſhop cf Reme, as the 
ſupreme vifible Head of Chriſts Church, 
Bur becauſe he conceiv©d not their offence 
ſo haigous , as to deſerve ſo heavy a cen- 
ſure z he therefore r2ok upon him to re- 
prove Pope UVifor, by way of friendly and 
fraternal correction, 2s S. Paul fomtimes 
d1d S Peter ; and as $. Paul never queſti- 
on*'d S. Peters Juriſdition , nor denied 
him to be the chief and Head of the Apo- 
Ales 3 fo neither did S. Ireneus , nor any 
of the Enſtern Church, thac were cxcom- 

municated 
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municated by Pope /ior,queſtion or pre- 
teſt ag ainft che Juciſu1&ion of the Biltop 
of Rem-:. 


An: thoſe words of S. Cyprian In the © 


Councel of Carihaze,arc to be underitood 
of the African Biihops only, who being of 
cqual authority, could not £XCommunicate 
one another : Thcy exclifde not the Furiſ- 
diffion of the Biſhop of Rome; otherwiſe 
S. Cyprian had concradited himfelf, who 
ſayes plainly ( Epiſt. «4 Quintinum, and 


Serm. de bon. patient, )-thar Chriſt builc | 


his Church upon $. Peter : and (11.4. ep.8. 


L 
: 


ad Cornet.) that the Unity of the Catho. | 


lique C bucch conſiſts in the communion 


with the Biſhop of Rome : His words you 
ſhall Snd hereztter, Sef., 58, 

In the next place SeF, 26, enters an an- 
gry Biſhop of Cappadozia , Firmilianus , 
ipeaking thus to Pope Stephen ; Teipſun 
excidrili, noli te fallere , Miſtake not thy 
ſelf, rhou Biſhop of Reme, whilc thou gors 
about to raft cut others, by this preſumpit- 
ox thou haſt caſt oFthy ſelf from the body 
of Chriſt, which is bis Church. «Arſ.By 
your leave, DoFor, you miſundcritand Fir- 
mlianus, he ſpeaks not as you would have 
bim. Indeed be was very angry wich Pope 
Sreghen, becauſe he excommunicated him 
tor maintaining that Heretical DoRrine of 

re- 
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- | rebaptizing Heretiques : He never told 
P | Pope Stephen, that he had cut himſclfe of 
-| «from che Church, becauſe he cxcommuni= 


® } cated Firmilianns , or any other Biſhep ; 
d | bur hewas willing the world ſhould think 


tf that Pope Stephen , in defending the Bay- 
© | ciſm of Herciques to be lawful, had fided 
- | with them in theiatHerches, and had theres 
: fore cut himſelt off from the Church, not 
becauſe he had excommunicated any Here- 
tical Biſhop of the Eaſt , but becauſe ( as 
| Firmilianus conccivid) he too mach com- 
* | plycd wich Herectiques. And you know, 
; | oor, the very lame DoRrine, for which 
 Trirmilianus was ex:ommunicatcd, was af. 
| | rerward, in the firſt General Councel of 
N ice, declar4d to b» Heretical. 

46. It is common ( layyou) in theſe 
diica, even with 1/c that conſcientiouſly 
pretend rorruth, 101 10 be content with the 


Rule of Faith, whih was ence delivercd 
ro the Saints, and rity ed f om them by 
the Primitive (| J, .*1 ſo tr 8n/mirted 
ro poſterity 3 ou! 0 {244 4k thing ajter 
new XveNiigii . 17» TOGqge Courſes I 


abhor with 2 per | . 
Anſ.HereD &or,you wave direQly given 
{ ſentence againft your {:1fs 1f you will but 
=2xamine the Doctrines of the Roman 
Church , and your DedGrines, whirein you 
oppoſe 


» ) 
oppoſe and differ From her : but according 
ro S. eAuguftines Rule ( de Biptiſe hi, 2. 
c, 23.) and the principles of common rea. -- 
ſon , you will ſoon dilcuver which is the 
Rule of Faith deliver to the Saints , re- 
ceiv*d from them by the*Primztive Church, 
& lo tranſmitted to poſterity;and which are 
thoſe new inventions; For it is impoſlible, 
that either you, or any Pretc/iane in the 
world can they or prove, thet any one Do- 
Qrine which the Roman (/hurch at this day 
maintains and teaches, had irs beginning, 
or creptinto the Church fince Chciſt and 
his Apoſtles : Whereas on the contrary, 
there is not one DoRrine whercin you dif- 
fer from the Roman Church , but maybe, 
and has been often already proy*d and ge- 
monſtrated to have begun fince the time of | 
the eApoſties. How then do you abhor 
with a perfe& hatred theſe cuurics , fince 
ou have imbracit new inventions, and to- 
tally forſaken the Rule of Faith delivered | 
z6 the Saints, receiv d from them by the | 
Primitive Church, and tranſmitted to Poe 
ſterity ? If it ean be clearly demonſtrated, 
chat all your DoQrines wherein you differ 
from the Roman Church are new 3 and if 
it cannot be proved , that any one Do- 
Qrine ol the Roman Church had its begin» © 
ning fincs the Apoſtles, either you abhor 
not 


93 
not theſe courſes O: a perfe& hatred (as 
you profeſs) or ele you mutt in all poinrs 
«mbrace the DuRrine of the #gman 
(hurch. 

49. But ſtay 3 Here I meet with @ brace 
of kerce Syllogiſmes , that fly furiouſly at 
the very throat of the poor Church ot 
Rome. The firſt js this. 

That Church which hath erred , is mot 

the Pillar and ground of truth. But 

The Church of Rome hath erred. Ergo: 

The Church of Rome is not the Pillar 
a1d ground of Truth. The minor is 
thus prov*d by the ſecond Syllogiſm, 

' That Church which hath profeſſed Mon« 
raniſm, Arrianiſm,Eutychianiſm,hath 
erred; But, 

The Church of Rome hath profeſſed all 
theſe; Ergo,The (hurch of Rome bath 
errcd, 

And this 19inoy {you ſay) you have (uf- 
ficiently proved Sc. 18. 27, Bur I have 
mofe ſufficiently proved , that you have 
there proved nothing at all, bur are forc'r 
tofly to molt ridiculous thifts and fallacies; 
znd thoſe t:llacies | mcet with here again, 
SeT, 32. whete the Church of Rome ig 
char;,*d with all fins almoſt imagineable , 
ind divits Auchois are cited to prove thar 
charge, Let us fee then how rhey prove it, 

Plating 
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Plating and Onuphrius are produc't tc 
prove, that Schiſm was rais*d there, What 
then 2 Was the Church of Rome therefore 
Schiſmatical, becauſe ſome rais*s a Schiſm 
there ? I cold you before, that the Authors 
only of the Schiſm , and thoſe that adhere 
to them are the Schilmatiques, they have 
forſaken the Church, they have cat them» 
ſelves of from Chriſts body ; the Church 
it ſelf cemains ſtill ſound and entire. Bur 
that Stclls and Almain fnould charge the 
Church of Rome with Herclie , to ſay no 
more, is moſt falſc. I muſt once more pui 
you in mind whec $:ells (ayes in the place 
by you cited, Luc. 22, 31, Ecclefia Anti-* 
oeebena, Alcxandrina , & (onftantinopoli- 
tans ſpe defecerunt 2 fide, Eccleſig ver0 
Romana nunguam defecir. The Church of 
aAntioch, Alexandria, ani (onftantino= 
ple have often fallen from ths Faith , but 
the Church of Rome 1ewir (ell from phe 


Faith. Remember co wr 2 1nd never 
produce Stell2 more ior hi papeſe. 
And wha: if therc + ma 11 great 
finacrs in the Church - #1 w hat 18 
this to her Faith and D.c 1114 ar if 


She wanted Reformation on 32 114 of man- 
ners and Dilciplin» ? what is chat to Her 
deliet 2 What it |. me Popes have been vi- 
tious f was the Chuich of Rome there- 

tore 
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fore vicious ? and what if ſome Popes of 
t Rome had fallea from thcir Faith , muit 
e 1 . the Church of Rome therefore forſake her 
1 Faith ? 

$ There was 2 time (you (2y, out of Bz- 
c 

e 

b 


ronius, An. Chriſti go$. 7. 5.and An.931. 
1.1.) when Marozia , 4nd ber Daughtey 
{4 couple of lewd Strumpets ) diſpoſed of 
the Popedome for many years, ſo that none 
t poſſeſſed that Chair, but Boys, Fools, and 
e | Knaves Anſw. | pray, tell me, DeQor, 
» | did the Church of Rome at that eime con- 
it | fiſt only of Boys, Fools, 'and Knaves ? 
© When the Popes were Boys , wasthere not 
7 * one man, woman, or child in the whole 
Church of Rome F Or when they were 
Fools, or Knayes, were there then ne wiſe 
or heneſt men in that Church? Theſe con» 
ſequences muſt follow as well as the other. 
For if it follow, that becauſe ſome Popes 
have been vicious , therefore the whole 
Church of Rome in thoſe daics was allo 
vicions ? or becauſe Marcellinus, Liberi- 
: | us, and To. 22, denied Teſus (hrift to be 
s | the true God and Ecernal Life , therefore 
f | in thoſe daies Rome was no Church, but an 
Antichriſtian Syuagogue , as yoyg infer, 
- | Sef.17, It follows as necellarily z that be- 
= | <auſe ſom«. Popes have been boys', there- 
. | forein thoſe times the Church of Rome 
b---4 ny conlt- 
| 


| 
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conſiſted only of boys, and that there were 
neither men, women , nor children jn 
the whole Church : as likewiſe , becauſe 
ſome Popes haye been fools and knaves, 
that therefore at that time there were no 
wiſe nor boacſt men in the Church of 
Reme, To ſuch miſerable and ridiculous 
ſhifts are Hereriques driven , whoſe pride 
and obftinacy is ſuch , rhat they will ra- 
ther damn their own ſouls , then confeſs 
their errors. 

47. Bu: by the way, DoQor, I muſt de- 
fire you to obſerve, that thoſe Popes whom 
Bzronius complains of , in the places by | 
you cited, ( An. go8, 14.5. and An. g31, 
71.8.) were but Pſeudo. Popes , not law- 
fully ele&ed, but intruding into the Papacy 
by the power of the Marqueſles of Tuſcany; 
his words are theſe , Mortus Stephano po- 
tentia Widonis Tuſcia Marchionis , & 
Marozia matris, Sergii Pſeudo. Popa ex 
diffs [corto Maroxia filius, fc. «An.g, 1. 
where you find Sergius mencion*d in your 
former citation, An. go8. but a Pſemdo- 
Popez a mccr Uſurper , and kis Baſtard 
Tohn made Pope after Stephen, by the 
power $ido Marqueſs of Tuſcany : and 
alirtle after he has theſe words , 114 plane 
tantz vires Marchionibus Tuſcia in urbe” 


erans, ut pro arbitrio ques veliens, e Pon- 
8:ficgals 
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tificiali ſede deponerent, & altos intrude- 
rent, Here you ſeethoſe Princes ſo power- 

\. ful in Rome, that they could diſpoſe , and 
ſer up what Popes they pleas*d. AndI muſt 
defire you, good Door, to take this alſo 
along with you , and that from Baronius, 
that in all the time of thoſe wicked , uſurp- 
ing, Schilmatical Popes , Gods providence 
was over his Church , that notwithſtand- 
ing theſe diftraQed and calamitous times, 
yer the Roman Church was preſerv©d free, 
both from Schiſm and Hereſfie : For bad 
\you caſt your eye bur a little farther, from 

| . 24,5.t0 24. 7, you ſhould bave found theſe 
words, Gum 24nts iſta urgerent hoe ſecu- 
lo mals, & ſcaudala increbreſcerent,temes. 
non eff inventus qui ea de causd ſeabigts 
Eccleſa Romana abſcinderes Schiſmaze, 
4ut Hereſfi eandem impugngret, ſed omnes 
wbig Ecnzium eidem Fidei vinculs, of 0 
bediemia federe juni perſiftebant. An. 
908, 2. 7. You ſee then that Baronjus 
could not ſee your conſequence , that be- 
cauſe there were ſome tyrannical, uſurping, 
and Schiſmatical Popes , therefore the 
whole Church of Reme muſt fail , or be- 
come S$chiſmarical : and I am ſomewhat 
confident, that D. Boughen was the firſt 
"that ever diſcover*'d this undiſcoverable 


conſequence. 
K > 4b. Thoſe 
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48. Thoſe other words that you produce 
our of Baronius ( An. 373.1. 21+ ) where. 
by you would make the world believe, thac 
Baronius held an opinion , that the Pope 
by his own authoricy might make and alter 
Decrees in matters of Faith, as he plead, 
are to be underſtood only thus, T hat the 
Pops, with the adviſe of his Biſhops, may 
ina privace Councel for the peace and qui- 
etneſs ef the Charch, till a General Coun- 
cel may becall*d, publith Decrees concern+ 
ing Do@rines ef Faitb ; as alſo revoke, or 
alter ſuch Decrees, according as it ſhall be 
found neceflary or convenient for the peace 


and unity of the Church : Bur that the, 


Pope can of himſelf revoke or alter the De- 
crees, determinations,or definitions of Ge. 
neral Councels concerning DoQrines of 
Faith, this Baronzus never taught ; he was 
r00 great 2 Scholar, and too good a Ca- 
tholique to maintain ſuch a temerarious 
( 1 might ſay Heretical ) DeQrine : and 
that this is the meaning of Beroxius in that 
_ may appear by the context of his 

arration, where he declares the readi- 
nels of S. Gregory NaFiauzen to acqui- 
elce and ſubmit ro the Decree of Pope D4- 
maſus , { who then govern®d the Church) 
upon 2 ſuppoſtion, that the Pope had ad- 
micted the Apollinariens to the Counce 
at 


— 
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at Rome, which notwithſtanding was bur 
a falſe pretence of the eApollinariens 3 
. where you may obſerve DoRor , that this 
bleſſed man was a Biſhop in the Eaftern 
Church, and had formerly wrote ſharply 
againft the Apollinarians ; and yer upon 
a ſuppoſition, (though falſe)chat they were 
reconcil*d tothe Pope, and admitted to the 
Councel at Rome,he profeſt, that he would 
in all ſubauifſion to the Pope , acquieſce, 
and not preſume to cenſure , or queſtion 
any A@ or determination of the Pope, 
though it were concerning Doctrines of 
Faith. 

49, I have now paſt through your firſt 
anſwer, and purpoled to bave here conclu- 
ded 3 but I meet with an impertinent au- 
thority of Doctor Lawd , which though I 
might juſtly bave paft by , without raking 
any notice thereof , as having undertaken 
an anſwer to D. Bougben, not D, Lawd, 
eſpecially fance this of D. Lawd is already 
ſufficiencly anſwer*d, Sef. 28. yer 1 have 
thought fit to make this further examinati- 
on of it. 4 

To the queſtiun then ; Where was your 
Church beforc Luther ? D.Lawd anſwers, 
Where ours is now. Anſw. If by [ ours] 
he means the particular Church of Rome, 
I muſt confeſs his anſwer ro be true ; for 
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the particular Church of Rome is a part or 
member af the Roman Catholike Church, 
and ſo were you before Luther ; but with 
him you have apoſtatizd, and are fallen 


into Schiſm and He refie, and inſtead of a | 


Church, you are become an Heretical and 
Schiſmatical Coagregation. Luther for- 
ſook the whole Church , and thoſe , that 
ſoon after his ApoRtacy adbered to his He- 
reſies, followed him alſo in bis Apoſtacy, 
vhey having been all members of that 
Church which Luther had forſaken. But 
this, you will ſay, was no ſeparation , but 
a reformation , for that D, Lawd drives 


at 3 One and the ſame (hurch ſtill ( Gaith- 


he) one in ſnbſfance , but not one in con- 
dition of ſtatc and purity ; your part of the 
ſame Church (by [ your part | he means the 
Church of Rome ) remaining in corrup- 
tion, and our part of the ſame Church un- 
der Reformation. Good God, how can a- 
ny ſociety of men , profeſſing themſelves 
Chriſtians, be one and the ſame Church, 
and that in ſubſtante with that, from which 
they ſeparated both in Faich and commu- 
nlon ? Or what can be a (cparation, if this 
be not ? If you have not ſeparated your 
ſelves from the Catholique Church , then 
were the eArrians, Neſtorians Macedon-. 
ans, Pelagians, &c. no Heretiques ; nei- 
ther 
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ther were they ſeparated from the Catho- 
lique Church, but were only under Rgfor- 
mation. Do not you eppoſe and deny Do- 


 Qrines of Faith, as antiently and as uni- 


verſally receiv*d by the Church, as thoſe 
that the Arrians, Neſftorians, Macedout- 
ans, Pelagians, &c. oppos'd and denied? 
Wha difference can you make berweenAr- 
rius and Luther , in reſpect of their apo- 
Rafie Did not Luther ſer himſelf againſt 
the whole world as well as eArrius ? Did 
not the whole Chriſtian worid , beſides 
your ſelyes , upon your firſt Reformation 
(as you call it) deteſt your new Doctrines, 
and abhor your communion,? Did not the 
precended Greek Church it ſelf{into whoſe 
communion you were Pciitioners to be ad. 
mitted ) condemn your new Doetrines as 
Heretical , and refuſe to receive you into 
their communion ? Read the book entitu- 
led, {enſura Orientalis Eccleſie 3 and you 
ſhall there find the Greek Church main. 
taining (and that againſt the Proteſtanes) 
the Doctrine of ſeven Sacraments, Cap. 7» 
of Tranſubſtentiztion, and real preſence of 
Chriſts body in the bleſſed Sacramens,c.1o. 
of 4uricular confeſſion , c. 11. of the un- 
bloudy propitiatory Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
Cc. 13, of free will , 6.18, of Traditions, 


C.20, of Invocation of Saints , and Yene- 
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neration of Images, 6.21. Was there any 
one man in the whole world , that profeft 
your Foctrine before Luther? and yer, for: 
ſooth, yours was no ſeparation from - the 
Catholique ({hurch, but a Kefermat ion , a 
blefied Reformation, that muſt neceffarily 
juſtive all former Hereſies, that ever were 
condemn, and all Heretiques and Schiſ. 
matiques thut ever ſeparated themſelves 
from Goes Church. To ſay no more, 
where is your ſucceſſion of Biſhops aud Pa- 
fors, which are eflential co Gods Church? 
If the conſecration of your pretended Bij« 
ſhops was never valid, then muſt alſo the 
Ordinarion of your pretended Prieſts be | 
invalid z and it never yet could, nor ever 
can appear, that you had either Biſhop con- 
ſecrated, or Pricft ordained, either lawfully 
or validly, fince Queen Marye*s days. But 
I am ſure there are moſt firong and preg- 
nant arguments for the contrary, 1 deny 
not, bur that perchance there might de ſome 
Prieſts ordained validly (though ſacrilegi- 
ouſly ) by that Apoſtate Biſhop of Spala- 
t0, in the time of tis ſtay in England; bur 
what is that to a ſucceſſion of Priefts and 
Biſhops ? 

I have now done with he fiſt anſwer, 
and paſs to the ſecond 3 which becauſe I 
fa to conkilt principally of (curcilityes, 
per - 


103 
perſonal and malicious invectives , and re- 
peririons of former P pour , my reply 
will be the ſhorter , ſince I ſhall in many 
things refer the Reader to my former an- 
ſwers, and take notice here only of that 
which I ſhall find to be new matter, 

$0. And here at the very firſt entrance I 
meer with an old fallacy , a ridiculous ar- 
gument already anſwered, Sect. 5. to which 
I muſt refer the Reader, I will here add 
this only ; Thar before $, Peter tranſlated 
his Chair from »Antioch to Rome, the Ca- 
tholique Church might be properly called 
the Church of «Anizoch, which ever ſince 
has bzen called the Rpman Church , and c- 
yer will be, until $. Peters Succeffor (hall 
tranflace bis Chair ro ſome other place. 

51, Aﬀter this follows a mot notorious 
falihood, viz,That in the time of S.Hilary 
of Poifteurs , there was 4: Rome no 
Church, no communigu of Saints, She and 
theſe in communion with her, were bereti- 
cal , and complied with Arrius: This is 
moſt apparently falſe by the Records of all 
Hiſtories 3 for at that time the Weſterne 
Church was nothing ſo muchinfecred with 
eArrianiſm , as the Eaſtern, belides S.Hi- 
lery in that place by you cited Sect. 23. bas 
not fo much as named the Chucchrof Rome, 
and therefore bas not in particulas exclu- 
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ded it from the Catholique Church. Bur 
from thoſe words of the Fathcr [ ceteris 
extra Gallias ] you would prove, that all 
the world beſides France was out of the 
Catholique Church ; for (ſay you) There 
was then no communion with Rome, unleſs 
it can beprov'd, that Rome was in France, 
Sect. 2 3. But pray tell me Doctor, Was »A- 
lexandria and Sardinia more in France, 
then Rome ? and yet you here confeſs, that 
at the very ſametime thoſe were Catholike 
and Orthodox Churches ; fa that ic mult 
necefNarily follow, either that »Alexandria 
and Sardinia were in France, or elle that 
ſome other Churches, beGdes France, were 
Catholique and Orthodox, ati if ſo, why 
not Rome ? eſpecially fince rhac Father 
did not in particular charge Reme with 
eArrianiſm, more then Alexandria and 
Sardizia ; fo that if you by thoſe general 
words of the Father will exclude Fome, 
{ may alſo as well exclude Alexandria and 
Serdinia from the Catholique Church : 
Wherefore you have forc*t your (elf to in- 
tetpret thoſe words of the Father, as I have 
done, Sect. 34. or elſe you muſt unſay what 
you have ſaid, anddeny Alexandria and 
Sardinia to have been at that time Catho- 
lique and Octhodox-Churches, unleſs you 
can prove, that Alexaudris and Sardinia 
are in France, Ja.Hie 
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52+ Hitherto then you have ſhewed no 
Church at all diſtinct from the Roman 
Church in any age,though you were pleasid 
to ſay Sect. 3. of this (econd anſwer, Thes 
your learning is ſuch, that you doe know 
ſuch a Church, and your charity ſuch, thats 
you have ſhewn it, 

It ſeems you ſhewed ic ſo well, that 
M.T.B, was thereby fully ſatisfied, that the 
Catholique (hurch never was, nor can be 
diſtingt from the Charch of Rome ; and 
has thereupon imbraced her communion, 
and is by Gods grace , become a good ('s- 
tholique, Thus has God been pleaſed to 


. produce good owt of evil, to work his bap- 


pineſs our of your ignoxance,and to ſtreng= 
then him by your weakneſs, 

53- I paſs by your ſcurrilous ſpeeches a- 
againlt M.T.B, as your comparing bim 18 
Seneca's wives fool 3 your charging him 
for not being able t0 ſearch the Scriptures, 
Councels, and Fathers, to diſcover the an= 
tiquity and ſucceſſion of your DodFrine 
there ( where no man ever yer did, or can 
diſcover it)I will only ſay this,that M.T.B. 
has ſhewn more wit and judgment in one 
line , then yos have in all your Pampblet, 
and has ſaid more in one (cnrence-, then 
you , or all the Rabble of your Sect can 


" anlwerin an age. But let us ſce how you 


prove 
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prove the antiquity of your Doctrine. 

54: The DoArine ( you (ay) of the 
Church of England is clegr in your Book 
of Common-Prager , as for the poſitive 
part; and in your book of Articles, where- 
in much is Neg4trve. Anſw. A very an- 
tient DoQrine then it muſt be, your Book 
of Common» Prayer being ;made not wuch 
aboye 1090, years ſince, viz.29, May 1549. 
za the reign of K, Edward the Sixth ; and 
your Book of Articles not much above 
half an hundred, But was your book of 
Common- Prayer intended ſor a Confeſſion 
of Faith, or for publique Service and De- 
votion ? Is there any point of Faich or 
No&rine abſolutely declar'd and defin'd 
there Þ You will ſay, perchance , thaz in 
the three Creeds are contain*d diyers De-« 
claratious and definitions of Faith; I con- 
feſs it, but thoſe Creeds are not inſerted 
there meerly as definitions of Faith, with 
a precept undera curſe , that all ſhonld be- 
lieve whatſoever is there declard , but as 
parts of your Publique Service , that by 
trequent repetition thereof , the vulgar 
_ might know the principal points of 
zaich neceſſary for (alyatien , I deny not; 
bur ſeme DoRrines may be deducible 
thence, though nothing poſitively declared, 
it being a book which belongs rather on 
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Diſcipline, then DoRrine of your pretend= 
ed Chucch. 

55. The psf:tve Defrine, you (ay , of 
your Gharch contained in that Bok , was 
ever profeſſed, and is viſible in all Catho- 
lique Writers. Anſw. 1 coafeſs, that moſt 
( ifnot all ) of the Do&rines deducible 
thence, were ever profeſſed , and are viſi- 
ble in all Catholique Writer :, becauſe they 
are the DoQrines of the Roman ('atholike 
Church, whence you have borrowed them, 
as you have your whole book of Common- 
Pyayer , and the mo ic ſelf, only 
you have taken the facrilegious boldneſs co 
expunze our of both what your private 
phancies would not admit : but if you can 
ſhew any one of your negative or poſitive 
Do&rines contain*d in your book of Ar- 
ticles, and which is oppoſite to the Do- 
Arine of the Church of Rome, in any one 
Catholique Writer, Father , or Councel , 
from the time of the Apoſiles ro Luthers 
Apoſtake, I here proteſs before all the 
world , that I will then become a Proze- 
ſtant my ſelf, or whatſoever elſe you will 
command me to be, | 

56. But whereas you ſay, That the moſt 
S$kilful (of the Roman Catbolique Party) 
are 108 able 20 ſbew a ſucceſſion of men pro- 
feſſing the Defirine of the (Church of 

Roms, 
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Rome, in the fir 700, years of Chriſtic. 
ity : Tam ſo amaz'd, that I know nyt 
whether I ſhould charge you with groſs ig. 


 —— — 


rorance, or belliſh malice : In plain terms, / 


you muſt be eicher a moſt ignorant ani- 
mal, or a malicious deceiver. Is ic poſſible 
that you ſhould obtrude ſuch a notorious 
falſhood to the world, and not bluſh ? cer. 
rainly you never read the Fathers, nor 
Councels, nor thereia examin*d the anti. 
ent DoRrine and praGiſe of the Church, 
or if you have (ag you pretend ) your 
judgment is not ſufficient ro underſtand 
them ; or elſe malice and obftinacy hath 


fo blinded you, that you cannot ſee it there, , 


22 the malicious and obRtinate Jews could 
nor ſee our bleſſed Saviours Divinity 
through {o many Fupendious miracles, 
The Sun it (elf was never fo clear arnog@n- 
day, as the ſucceſlion of the De&rine of 
the Church of Rome, and of men profeſ- 
Gag the ſame, not only for the Fo. 7500, 
years of Chriſtianity , but from the time 
of che Apoſtles to this preſent day, Has 
it not becn already clearly (hewn by divers 
learned Catholique Writers , by you yet 
un-anſwer'd ? Has nor Bellarmine , Ba- 
ronins,Cardioal Peron, D. Strat ford,@c. 
moſ evidently manifeſted itco the worls? 


pres 
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Were I not config'd within the narcow ” | 
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precin&s of a Reply, I could moſt plainly 
demonſtrate it my ſelf ; but it weuld re- 
quire a far larger volumechen I have now 
time or opportunity to compole : Ir js ſuf- 
ficient for me, finee you have appealed to 
the firſt 500, years after our Saviours 
birth, that I have proved ( ball.on. 3.98 
the DoQrine of thoſe times is not different 
from , but the very ſame with the preſent 
DoRrine of the Reman Catholike {hurch. 

57. Your Church {of England ) you 
lay, has been viſible fince the firff or ſecond 
Converſion, though not alwayes under Re- 
formation. Anſw, Which you mean by the 
» firſt or ſecond Converſion, I know nor; 
bat from the time of her laſt Converſion 
by S. Auguſtine the Monk. (which is com- 
monly repured her third converſion ) for 
almoR 1000. years together , you were an 
apparent viſible part of the Church Cathoe 
lique z but when you began your bleſſed 
Reformation , you then ceaſt to be a 
Church , or a part of the (atholique 
Church, Forin K. Hen, cight's dayes you 
began your Schiſm , ſeparating your ſelves 
from & communion of your holy Mother 
the Church of Rome,and the Biſhop ther e- 
of,the common Paſtor of Chrifts Churchz 
. and in K. Edw. the Sixibs Reign your 
Schiſm begar Herehie , and undes thishap- 
PY 
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- Py Reformation you have ever fince conti. | 


Aauce, 
But now DoRor , where are your pre« 


eended Biſhops ? what is become of your 
book of Common-PÞPraycr ? who naw ub. 
ſeribes co your 39. Articles? You cannot 


reaſonably deny, but thoſe, wbo bave late- 


ly reformed you , had more authority and 
reaſoa for it, then you had ro reform the 
whole Church , or to cenſure DoRrines 
of Faith univerſally caughc by Gods 
Ghurch, and receiv*d as ſuch by all your 
Fore-fathers, from the time of m——_— 
converſion to the Chriſtian Faith, till after 


Luthers apoſtalic : You conlidered not , ' 


when under pretence of Reformation you 
forſook the whole Church,that you did bur 
leave a patern to your Succeſſors, how they 
alſo, when they ſhould chink fit, might for- 
ſake you, and reform this your blefled Re- 
formation, as by Gods juſt judgments they 
hare lately done : For I am (ure they walk 
by the ſame Rule of Scripture, and are as 
competent Judges, and as able interpreters 
thereof, as ever you were, or can be; oaly 
they are not ſo tyrannical as you were,who 
forced men againſt their conſciences to 
ſubſcribe tro your Do&rine and Diſcipline, 


might be erroneous and ſuperſtitious. 
| 58, But 


which according to your own principles, . 


- 


RE. A. -y . 


(in) 
58. Ret yon ſay ScR, 9, I vt younever 
read in Fathers or Councels, That ts com- 


 municate with Rome, is cither 4 ſure, or 4- 


y 


ny token of a pgocd Catholique. »Anſw, 
Then you never read $. Hieroms 57 Epiſt, 
to Pope Damaſus, where you might have 
{een theſe words, Ego Beatitudini tua, id 
eft (athedre Petri, communione conſocior, 
uper illem Petram edificeram Ecciefiam 
ſcio, Mat.16.18, quicung, extre bans De- 
mum dgnum comederit, propbanus efl; þ 
quis m Arca Not non fuerit, peribis veg - 
naxte dilnvio; quicung, tecum non colli- 
Fit, ſpergit ; Hoc eft, qui Chrifti non ef, 
»Ani-chriftieft. lam {( faith S. Hierom) 
joyned in communion to your Holineſs that 
is,to Peters Chair, upon 1hat Rock I know 
the Church to be buils , wboſeever cut of 
this Houſe eats the Ldmb , is prophane 3 
whoſoever ſhall nos be in Noahs Ark, ſhall 
periſh in the Deluge; hethbas gathers not 
with thee, ſcatters, 1bat is, he that is not 
of Chriſt , is of Anmti-chriſt. Theſe are 
S.Hieroms own words, by which it is moſt 
plain , that he that is not in communion 
with $. Peters Chair, with the Church and 
Biſhop of Rome, is our of Gods Church, 
and therefore no Catholique. 
Neither did you ever read S, Ambroſe*s 


Funeral Oration on the death of his bro- 


ther 
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ther F4atzrus, where you might have found 
theſe words, 4Advecavis 4d {ec Epiſcopum, 
&c. percontatuſy, ex co eft, wirumnam cun 
Epiſcopis Catholicis, hoc eft, cum Romana 
Eccles convenirer, He call*d unto hims 
Biſhop, and aked bim, whether be were i» 
communion with the Catholique Biſhops, 
that is , with the Church of Rome. And 
here take notice, Doctor , that this | Huc 
eft; that is ] as likewiſe that | id eff, and 
hec eſt ] in the former citation out of 
SzHierom, are the Fathers own inte! pre- 
tation, not mine. 

Had you read $, Auguftin*s 162.Epiftle, 
you might have En theſe words 
there: Hic (Cacilianus) contermnere potu | 
it, &c. He { Cxcilianus) might deſpiſe | 
the conſpiring multitude of bis enemies, 
when be perceriv'd himſelf to be united 0 | 
the ys of Rome, where theprincipality 
of tbe Apoſtolique (hair ever flouriſh, by 
communztcatory letters, Theſe three learn» 
ed Fathers, and glorious lights of Gods 
church were (oetaneavs , though S. 4m» 
broſe died ia the fourth century after 
(Coriſts birth, and S, Hicrom 2nd S,A1vgu- 
ſtinein the fitr. 

Had you read S. Cypriaus {cond Epiſtle 
to Pope Cornelius, 11, 4. who lived in the 
yearof (rift, 250. you might have found 

theſe 
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theſe words 3 Scriftfeiti ctiam, ut exem- 
plum, &'c. Tou wrote alſo unto me, to ſend 


. 4copy of thoſe Letters 16 Cornelias our 


Colleague , that he laying aſide all care, 
might know that you are in communion 
with hin, that is , with the (atholique 
Church, This [ Hoc eſt, that is, ] alſo is 
not my addition , but S, Cypriats own 
words. [t ſeems you were a ſtranger to S. I» 
renaus's DoQrine , who liv4d in the year 
of Chriſt 180, which is this; 4d bane 
enim ( Romanam ) Eccleſiam propter po- 
rentiorem principalitatem neceſſe el om- 
new convenire Ecclefiam , hoc eff cos qui 
ſunt undig fideles ; It is neceſſary that e- 
very Church, that is, all the faithful from 
all parts, ſhould range themſelves to this 
Church (of Rcme) for its more 1" 
principality , li.3, c.3z. And now Dodor, 
what can you ſay? Metbiaks you look ſome- 
whar black upon it 3 you muſt withall rake 
notice,that all theſe Fatbers liv©d within the 
firſt 500,years to which you have appealed, 
and there is not one of all theſe reftimo- 
nies bur is plainly againſt you , evidently 
proving it not only a {ure , but a neceflary 
and eflential token of a good C atholiaue, 
to communicate with the Cburch of Rome. 
A thouſand ecftimonies more might be al- 
ledg*d , but theſe are ſufficient to publith 

D.Boughens 
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D. Bouzhcns ignorance to the world, I 


choughr ic not imperrinent ro 46d one teſti. * 
wony more (11 couftirmuioa of chis, and. , 


what | (aid before, $*R. 3 2, of Fobp Patri- 
arch of (onfantinople, in his Epille to 
Hormiſd1, who about the beginning of che 
century, viz. An. 514. was cle&:d Pup?, 
that thereby the communion of the Greek 
Church with the Roman, and her (uvj:Ci- 
on to the Apoſtolique Sea of Rome , may 
plainly appear. Promittentes in ſequente 
rempore, &'c. Wepromiſe (faith he) here- 
after not 10 commemorate thoſe in the ſa- 
cred myſtcries , who have been ſecluded 
from the communion of the Catholique 
Church, that ir ,who conſent not fully with 


the Sea :Apoſtolique. Hereis the opinion | 
of the great Parrizrch of the Eaſt, above | 


a 1100, years ſince, That rhoſe who were 
ſeparated from the Sca Apoſtolique , were 
out of the communion of the G.kolique 
Church: and by this i: appears how true 
your following words arc, viz. Thas faith 
which we receiv'd from the Apoſtles, and 
Councels, and Fathers, we keep whole and 
undefiled, without alteration, addition, 
or diminution, Whut but aſhameleſs man 
could have the face to publith ſuch a noto- 
rious falſhood to the world ? By this ap. 
pears alſo how evidently talſe rhar ſaying 
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of yours is ( at lealt as you apply it) in 
the beg inning of your 11. Sect, viz, [hat 
this N ational Church is as much- Catho- 


* Iique and Apoſiclique as can be defired. 


I confeſs , this National Church ( that 
is, tho(e that preſerve the antient Catho» 
lique and Apoſtolique Faich , and keep 
themſclves within the communion of the 
holy Catholique Church ) is, Ged be prai- 
{cd, as much Catbolique and Apoſtolique, 
as can beachred : but I am ſure, thoſe of 
your Cengregation , or pretended church, 
are neither Catholique or Apoſtolique,un- 
leſs to forſake the communion of the Ca- 
tholiqne Church, and the DoRrines and 
Traditions of the Apoſtles, be to be Ca- 
tholique and Apoſtolique, as | have alrea- 
dy abundantly proved. And that Rule 
which you cite out of /ancens Lyrinenf. in 
the later end of your 10, Se&. | Quod u- 
big, quod ſemper , quod ab omnibus, &'c. 
Thas which barb been believed in all pla- 
ces, 4t all times, by all the Fathers, that & 
truly Catholique ] will riſe up in Judge 
ment againſt you. By this Rule you have 
condeman'd your (elf of Schiſm and Here- 
Ge; for your DoRrine has been ſo far 
from being believed in all places , at all 
times, and by all the Fathers, that it is im= 


" poſkible tor you to ſhew any one place, any 


one 
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one time, or any one Father; nay , any 
one man before Lathers I , that 
maintain'd the Do&rines w 


ther can you produce any one perſon at a- 
ny time or place , that held any one point 
of Doarine , wherein you diflent from, 
and oppoſe the Church of Rome , except 
ſach only , as were noted by the Church 
for Innovators in Religion,and condemn*d 
for Hereriques. 

59. And wheras you arepleas'd to inſal: 
ever Mr. T.B, Sc&. 12. in theſc high and 


daring ſpeeches. [Is nor aKtruet Refutcit, 


if you can: deny it, if yowhave the face] 1, 
or any reaſonable man, may have the face 
to tel] you, that you bere ſhow your ſelfe co 
be very ignorant , impudent, and imperti- 
nent. Forthe Do@rine of that part of your 
19. Arvicle. viz. | That the viſible Church 
of Chriſt is « congregation of faithful men 
in the whichthe pure Word of God is 
preached,and the Sacraments be duly admi- 
wiſtred, according to Chrift*s ordinance, in 
«kf rhoſe things To of neceſſity are requiſite 
80 the _ r.T. B, nevcr denied, ot 
queſtion'd; Bur denies that this do&rine of 
your 19. «Article can conkR with your 6- 


inion,whe hold, that the Church of Rome © 


« trus Church, a member of rhe _—_ 
&- 


ich are now * 
compriſed in your Book of Articles : nei. | 


cn—_ m—\ 
Cx 
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Catholique, theugh according to divers of 
your eArticles cited by Mc. T, B. 1. 3. She 


«Neither preaches the pure Word of God,nor 


, | duly adminiſters the Sacraments, no, aor 


_ _ » 


| | inall thoſe things, chat of necefity are re- 


quifite for the ſame, For how can that be 
efſent{ally a part of rhe Catholique Chucch, 
which obſeryes noc that which is efſentiall 
ro the Catholique Church, as is thepreache 
ing of the pure Word of God, and the due 
adminiftration of the Sacraments, according 
to that definition of the Church in your 
19, Article ? 

Belides , bow can you vindicate that 


| "Church from hercfic, that for Do&rines of 


Paith neceſſary to ſalvation teaches —_— 
mous fables ? Art, 31. Or that Sacrilegi- 
oufly robs the Leity of Chriſt's bleug 
with which you charge theChurch of Rome, 
SQ. 11, of your po Anſwer : Or that 
maintaines Do@rines repugnant to plaine 
words of Scripture ? Se. 24. ib. Oc that 
erres in DoQrine of faich, as you tax the 
Church of Romey Sec. 14. of your ſecond 
Anſwer. Or that gives divine worſhip to 
Images and Reliques, wherewith you charge 
the Church of Rome. ScR. 34. ib. Can 
any Church be blaſphemous , ſacrilegious, 
dolatrous , repugnant 1# ber DoArines to 
plaine words of Scripture, RE 

q«- 
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DoAriner of Faiih,and yetnot be heretical, 
but conrinue ſill eſſer.27a!ly a tive Church 2 


Bar becauſe you are plzas'd rocxtend your . 


Charity beyond Reaſon towar.'s the 
Church of Rome, I will not quarrel! with 
you about iz;onely 1 muſt rake notice of the 
Argument , which you bring to prove it, 
God (ay you) blames the Charch of Per- 
gemos for enduring the ſeat of Satan with- 
in her Dicceſe, asalſo for holding that 


edidous DoFrinc of the N icolaitans, and 


ye: grants ber to be 4 Charch, Auſw, 


Herein you are much miſtaken, Dofor, | 
for God blames not 4+he Church, but che | 
eAngell of the Church of Pergamoes ;* 


which by many Catholtque Expofitors both 
Ancient and Moderne; as allo by divers of 
your owne Se# and Religion, is interpre« 
ted,T be Liſhop of the Church. If the Church 


of Petgamos had held the Do&rine of the | 


N icolaitans, She had bin Hereticall, and 
conſcquenely no Church : but it was the 
Biſhop, not the Church, that was berericall, 
And if God may charge the Biſhop of the 
Church of Pexgamos with Herchie, and yet 
grant Pcrgamos to be atrue Church ; why 
may not che Church of Rme continue a 
true Church, though the Bithop ibercof fall 


into hercke? 4 


60, your taking the Church of Rome for 
maim- 


| 
þ 


I 


'$ 
maiming the blefled Sacrament. SeQ, r3. 
has been fully anſwer*d already. ScR. 18. 
19. and, Se. 41. 

61, But the DoRor is very hot in proy- 
ing, that the Church muſt erre with her Bi- 
ſhop 3 and therefore the Church of Rome 
was no Church, when her Biſhops were he- 
reticall. Such 4s the Biſhop is ((aies he) 
ſuch is the Church preſumed to be. Anſw. 
I know none but Dr, Boygben, that was c- 
ver guilty of ſo filly a -Preſumption. Bu 
S. Cyprians Authority is urg'd to prove 
it, who ſayes, That 4s the Biſhop is in the 
Church, ſo ir the Church in the Biſhop. [ 
conſeſſe, I hnd inS. (\yprian. (Epi. lib. 
4. Ep. 9.) theſe words; (brifliani ſunt Ec- 
clefia & plebs Sacerdort adunata, of Pa- 
ftori ſuo grex adharens ; unde ſcire debcs, 
Epiſcopum in Eccleſia eſſe @ Ecclefiam in 
Epiſeopo. (hriſtians are a4 Church, and 
Common pcople, united ts the Preift, and 4 
Flock adhering 10 its Paſtor 3 whence 
you muſt know, that the Biſhop is in the 
Church , and the (burch in the Biſhop. 
What isall this to' the purpoſe ? The Bi- 
ſhop is in the Church , as a King is in his . 
Kingdome , or a Generall in his Army; 
and the Church likewiſe is in the Biſhop, 


- not formally, but communicative ; all the 


particular members thereof being in com« 
F ' munion 


Of Cx 
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munion with the Biſhop,as their Head. And 
this is all that can be gather'd from thole 
words of the Father.Since then the Church, 
cannot be Formally in the Biſhop, but onely 
by way of communion, ſubjeftion, gorern= 
ment , or Diſcipline z why may not he 
Church be Catholique , though the Biſhop 
be Heretjcall ? 

Bur from this falſe ground the DoQor 
will proſecute his old fallacy, and will Rill 
be endeavouring to prove, that the Church 
of Rome could not be Catholique, when the 
Biſhops thereof were heretiques. Sect, 19. 
Alt Heretiques (ayes he) while ſuch, both 
themſelves and all that fide with them, are. 
ſecluded from Ecclefiaſtical communion eve-= 
ry way. But divers Popes were Heretiques 
or Schiſmatiques; thereſore the (hurch of 
Rome while her Biſhops were berctical was 
in an ill caſe. Anſw.ls not this a fine con- 
clufion from thoſe Premiles? what form or 
conſequence is this here of a Syllogiſm? And 
if the concluſiondid follow out of thoſePre« 
miſcs, what were this to the purpoſe? The 
Church may be in an ill caſe, when che Bi- 
ſhop is in hereſie, yet nor Hereticall. Bur be- 
bold another argument to prove theChurch 
of Rome not Catholique: ben all Epiſco- 
pal Aﬀs were voyd, the Church conld not - 
poſſibly be Catbolike. But when the Biſhips 
were 
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were Heretiques, all Epiſcepall As were 
void ; therefore the ({burch could not poſe 
- fibly be Catbolique. eAnſw. This conſe. 

uence is much like the other : AH the 
eAlts of Heretical Biſhops are woid ; 
thcrefore tbe Church cannot poſſibly be Ca- 
tholique; as if the Faith of the Church de- 
pended on the As of the Biſhop, But a 
confirmation thereof is brought from S.Hi- 
{aries teſtimony, who profeſſeth , as you 
ſay, That (in theſe Weſtern parts) there 
was in his time no (hrifkian communion, 
but in France. Atiſw. You do well to 
ur thoſe words [" in theſe Weftern parts ] 
in a patentheſis, for they are yours, not 
S. Hilaries z as may appear by his words 
by you cited, Se, 23. where thoſe words 
| cateris extra Gallias] may comprehend 
the Eaſtern as well as the Weſtern Chur- 
ches. And if uu read Eccleſiaſtical Hiſte- 
ries, you ſhall find, that in S. Hilatits 
time the Eaſtern Churches were far more 
infe Qed with Arri41i/m,then the Weſtern. 
62, Belides , yon may remember , Do- 
or, that in the beginning of this ſecond 
-anſwer, you confeſt , that in S, Hilaries 
time, at that very time when Rome (as 
yoy falſly ſay) was Arrian, Sardinia was 
a Catholique and Orthodox Church: How 
can that agree with this which you here en- 
* ON deavour 
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geayour to prove out of S, Hilary > Was 
not Sardinia part of the Weſtera Church? 


How then could all the Weſtern parts be _ 


excluded from Chriſtian communion , be= 
fides France, when Sardinia, which is in 
theſe Weſtern parts, was (as your ſelf con- 
fels) a Catholique and Orthodox Church? 
How can theſe two poſlibly confift roge- 
cher ? It ſcems you bave forgot your ſelf, 
Oportet mendacem eſſe memorem. 

60, After all the other Popes , Falix is 
brought in for communicating with Arri- 
ans , and Socratcs and Zogomen are al- 
ledged to prove, that therefore Rome it ſelf 
was then accounted Arrian. What then, 
ſays Socrates @ that Liberius was baniſh 
for his conſtancy in defending the Catho- 
lique Faith againſt the eArrians, and that 
Falix was appointed to ſucceed him ia the 
fapac » Who was, eArriana Scita addi- 

us : but there is not one word there of 
Rome's being Arrian. (Socrar li. cg.) 
And if Falix dit perchance ſometimes fa- 
vour the Arrian FaQion, yct was it before 
he was eleed Pope , not afterwards ; as 
appears plainly by Sogomen in the very 

lace by you cited , {i, 4:c. 10, Liberius 
ccleſia Romanz Epiſcopatu privatus eſt, 


6ui prefuitur Felix illius Cleri Diacouns, 


quens aiunt Fidei (oncilig Nicani ſemper 
CORs 
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conſenſ(ſe, & omnino, quantum pertinebat 
ad Religionem, reprehenſione caruifſe. Li- 
. berjus (fairh he) was depriv'd of the Bi- 
ſhoprick of the Roman Church ,, ro which 
Fziix, 4 Deacon of thas (lergy, was pre- 
ferred, who is arg to have alwayes con 
ſented to the Faith of the Nicene (un 
cel, and was never blameable for any thing 
that concerned Religion, Theſe are the ve- 
ry words of Sexomen , and in the very 
ſame place cited by the Do&or. Nothing 
there concerning Felix or Rome's being 
Arrian. Thus the Reader may fee how 
fraudulently the Dofor bas dealt with the 
world. 

Well, but Falix ordained divers Arri- 
453 what then ? 'muſt he therefore be an 
Arrian himſelf ? or muſt he necc{latily 
know them to be ſuch ? 

But he communicated with «Arrians ; 
8nd muſt he therefore be an Arrian?Do not 
Catholiques at this time communicate wh 
Heretiques in Ezgland, France, Germany, 
&c. ig outward converſation and civil 
commerce , though not in their Herchie ? 
and you neither have prov'd, nor ever can 
prove, that Felix communicated wi:h the 
eArrians in their heretical and blaſphe- 
mous Do@rine , bur in outward converſa- 
tion only, which is, and ever was lawful 
for any Cathoiique, F 3 6i. To 


124 

61. To paſs by = impertinent diſtin= 
Aion between a profeſt and a cloſe Here- 
rique , as being nothing ro the purpoſe: 1 - 
come to your other paflage, wherein you 
fay, and cite ſome (\4nons for it ; That the 
communion of the Church is ellimated by 
communicating #ith the Biſhop, and if 
any, whether Prieſt, or other , ſhall ſever 
themſelves from the Canonical Biſhop they 
are cenſur®d to be Heretiques. Anſw. T his 
is to be underſtood when the Biſhop is Ca- 
rholique , and keeps himſelf within the 
communion of the Catholique Church ; 
bur if the Biſhop be heretical, and the 
Church ſhall communicate with him in his 
Herefie, the Church alſo becomes hereti- 
cal, be the Biinop thereof a profelt or cloſe 
Heretique, it matters not; but by this your 
own Rule you muſt confeſs your (elves He- 
retiques, becauſc you did originally ſcver 
your ſelves from your Canonical Catho. 
ligue Biſhops, and followed your owne , 
and other mens new inventions; and when 
all your prerended bithops were heretical, 
you communicated with them and their 
herefics, 

62, But the biſhop may be cither a pro. 
feſt or cloſe Hererique, and yet the Church 
may be Catholique : and this your felt - 
expreſly grant in your following SeR. 22. 

- where 


| 
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where you lay, That you believe that the 
King of England, and Arch-biſhop of 
Canterbury, cither, or both of them , may 
be Heretiques , and this Church not ſo; 
fence it is not their being , but our comply 
ing that makes us here:ical, Herein you 
have fully contradited your ſelf, and 
granted whatſoever | have ſaid concerning 
this point : For if the Church of England 
may be Catholique, though both King and 
Metropolitan thereof be Nerntaune , why 
may not the Church of Rome be Catho- 
lique, though the biſhop thereof be here- 
tical? 

63. But ((zy you) if all our Biſhops be 
ef the ſame Religion with them,this(/hurch 
is in an ill caſe. Anfw. I ayſotoo; yer 
it may be Catholiqte. All your pretended 
biſhops may be herctical ( as they were all 
for about theſe 199.years rogetherlaſt paſt) 
and yer there may be a Catholique Church 
in England. It is poſſible rhar the particu- 
lar members of each Dioce(s may not com- 
ply with their biſhop 1n' his Herefie 3 and 
then, according to your own [aying , they 
are not heretical, The infcriour Pciefts 
and pcople may preſerve their fairh,though 
all the biſhops fall from it ; but what is all 
this to thepurpoſe ? Were ever all the bi- 


ſhops that were ſubje& to the Patriarchal 
F 4 Sea 
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Sea of Rome, 2r one and the ſame time, 
Heretiques ? I ſuppoſe, no man behides 
your ſclf was ever poſſeſt with ſuch a ridi- 
culous imagination. What if your Arch- 
biſhop of Canterbury alune had been an 
Heretique, and all the other biſhops with- 
in his Province Catholique > will you 
therefore conclule , that the particular 
Church or Dioceſs of Canterbury muſt ne- 
ceflarily have been heretical ? If you (ay 
ſo, you plainly contradi & your ſelf, who 
even now ſaid, that it is not the Kings or 
Arch-biſhops - bring heretical , but our 
complying wich them, that makes us hetc- | 
tical, Seft. 22, 

64. But the DoQor purſucs this argu- 
ment cloſe, andendearours coprove , that 
when theKing and Prieſt jojn together, 
it bath « ſtrange influence upon the people, 
for good or bad. eAnſw. What ther? mult 
the people therefore of neceliity be good 
or bad, according as the King and Fricit 
are> cannot Gods grace overcome this in- 
fluence, and preſerve the people from infc- 
ction > but you (ay ; When King Ahaz, 
end Urijuh the Prieff profeſſed 1dolatry, 
though many good men were reſidens among 
them, yet was the (ity and people account - 
ed heretical, Anſw. Firft, it appears not 


by the Text, that they were ſo accomprted. 
Ste 
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Secondly, if they were - EF heretical, 
does it berefore neceſſarily follow, that 
they were ſo > Doestruth and fallkood de- 
pend on the opinions of men? if ſo, then 
cyery man in his own opinion would be 
Catholique, and all the world befides,thar 
concur not with him in bis judgment , 
would be Heretiques. Ic is not necefſary 
chat every one mult be good or bad, c2- 
tholique, or heretique, according as ſome 
men (perchance) out of error , either in 
doRrine or fa@,thall eſteem him: but what 
if that city and y_ were { not only ac- 
compted, but) truly and teally heretical , 
muſt ir theretore always follow, that when 
the King and Prick are heretical , the city 
and people muſt of neceſſity be {> roo 2 
Whart if Conftantius the Emperor, and Le- 
0n'inus the biſhop? Whatif Valens and Eu- 
doxius by joyning together in herefie with- 
drew many, partly by power, pardly by ex- 
ample from the Catholique Faith 3 des 
it therefore always necefſarily follow, that 
when the Prince and Pricſt j>yn in herefie, 
the people alſo muſt be heretical ? Muſt e- 
very thing come 10 paſs, becauſe it may 
come to paſs? No, DoRor , the young 
Sophiſters will tell you, that , 2 poſſe @& 
eſſe nou valet argumentum. 


65. And whereas you ſay , that under 
=_— 7 King 
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King Edward VI. and Queen Mary , the 
Religion of the church was judged of by 
the Goyernours : I anſwer, that the Reli- 
jon of this Nation ( not of the church, 
- fris not the Religion of the Prince, bat 
the profeſſion of the antient Catbol'que 
Faith , that confticures 'a church ) was 
Judged of, not by the Governours, but by 
the Lawes that were madein K. Edw. VI. 
and Queen Maryes daies reſpeRiyely, ti- 
ther to eſtabliſh a new upſtart Religion, 
never before heard of in the world , or to 
re-eſtabliſh the antient CathoFique Faith : 
So thatin K., Edw, V!. days the Naticn 
might be ſaid to bc heretical, but the Church 
Was cvecn it that time C2tholike, othcrwiſe 
it could not have been a church ; and in 
Q.Maryes daies both church and Nation 
were Catholique. Burt you cannot prove 
that ever the Roman Netion , much 1: 
the Roman Church was heretical , ſince 
their fir converon to the Chriſtian faith, 
And it the Pope , and with him all the bi. 
ſhops of Ttaly had ar the ſeme time forſa- 
ken the Catholique faith, yet the Church of 
Rome might Rtill have retain*d her prero- 
gotlve of being the Mother church, and 
lead of all particular churches in the 
world. And though the Pope might have 
forfeited all bis EcclcGaftical power and 
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Juriſdi&ion , and ſo ceaſt tobe Head of 
the cburch, yet the right of $. Peters 
Chair had always remained in theChurch of 
Romeztor ſince the bMhop is not the church 
formally,nor the church formally in the bi- 
ſhop, the church cannot formally erre with 
the biſhop,neicher muſt the church formally 
taken,be there fore heretical, becauſe the bi- 
ſhop thereofis ſo. Now,I hope, I have done 
with this tedious and frivolous argument. 

65. Thatthe Church of Rome impoſes a 
new ſenſe on the articles of the C:eeds , fs 
2 meer calumny, ſpoken gratis, withour a+ 
ny colour or ſhew of proof. That the 
Church ot Rome and you agrec in the let» 
rer, not in the Expoſition , is true; The 
Church of Rome bollowing the Expoktton 
of the Univerſal Tradition and praiſe of 
the church , and yon your new phantaſti- 
cal and heretical Expoſition : but though 
yc-1 did _ with the Roman Church in 
the Expoſition, as well as in the letter , yer 
could you not be excus*d from herefie , be- 
cauſe you oppoſe other Doftrines of Faich 
that are not containfd in the three (reeds? 
for not all points of faith, that are neceſ- 
ſary for all ſorts of men to be believed, are 
comprehended in rhe three Crceds , cither | 
joyntly, or ſeverally. 
66. And whercas you charge the ——_ 

OT 
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_ of Rome , wich bor a new Creed of 
Pius 4. upon the church, agairſt a canon 
of the Councel of Epbeſus, 1 an{wer, fiſt, 
That which you mean is but a profcflion 
of Faith, whercin are contained certain 
DoArines of faith that are nos cxpreſly 
comprehended in the (reeds. It can no 
more properly be called a Creed, rhen yous 
book of Articles, which is your Profeſli- 
on of faith; and as not all, bu: ſome cer- 
tain p:rſons only amongſt vcu, were bound 
by your Statutes to ſubicribe ro that Þ r0- 
feſſion 3 ſo likewiſe not every man , bur 
fume certain perſons only are, bound to 
ſabſcribe ro the other, Secondly; thar Pro- 
feſſiun was agreed upon by the whole (cun- 
cel , and confirm'd by Pope Pius 4, It 
was neither compos 'd, nor «cmmanded by 
the Pope alene, but by him joymly wi .h 
che Ceuncel, T birdly, there is not one Ar- 
- ticle of rhat Profeſſion contrary or repuz- 
nant to any one article of the former 
Creeds : 3nd authough this had been a new 
Crce:l, as you call ir, yet had it nor been a+ 
2ialt any canon of the Councel cf Ephe- 
ſus ; that Councel, at the moſt, forbiddin 
only private pesfons ro ſet forth, or publilſh 
any Creed, that ſhould contain in it any 
Bo&rine contrary co 2ny article of belicf 
in thoſe former (reeds, Neither indeed 
could 
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could the eburch & by (Councel of Ephes 
ſus d« bar the church in future ages of that 

ower and authority , which the cburch in 
torimer ages aſſumed and exerciſed, Why 
ſhonld ir be more unlawfal for the church 
allewbl:d in the Courcel of Trent, to ſet 
forth a new form of Profeſſion of Egith, 
then it was for the Church aſſembled in the 
Conncel of Nice , or ((onftantinople > No 
Counccl can rob the church of that power 
—— hath given her . And by this 
P:ofcflon of Faith the Roman Church 
has neither alter<d the letter , nor (caſe of 
former Creeds ; though you' dare be bold 
ro ſay, She bas ſtraxgely altcy'd the ſenſe. 
I confeſs, you are bold to ſay any thinz, 
but you have prov'd nothing. 

67, And whereas you (ay , you rake the 
Rule of Faith in the literal ſenſe , let us 
{ce ( to give but one inflance } fince you 
make Scripture the ſole Rule ef your faith, 
whether you take thoſe words of our blefled 
Saviour , Mat. 26. 26. May, 14. 22. and 
Luc. 224 19. in the literal ſenſe. Our B Sa- 
viour there takes Bread and Wine, and 
fayes, This is my Body which is given (or 
broken) for you 3 This is my Bloud which 
is ſhed for you ; which you thus interprer , 
This is 4 ſign only cf my Body, aud 3bis is 
8 fizn only of my Bloud, You deny, _ 
[2g 
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the bread and as hich our B. Saviour 
took and bleſt, was truly and ſubſtantially 
converted into his body and bloud , and 
are nor aſham*d to ſay, that the dorine of 
TranſubRantiation is repugnant to the 
plain words of Scripture. 

Ler all the world judg , whether herein 
= take the Rule» of Faith in the literal 

enſe. It is much more plain, that you go 
againſt the very letter of the Goſpel, a- 
gainſ the cxpoſitions of the antient Fa- 
thers, both Greek and Latin , the Decha- 
rations of Counccls, the anticnt and uni- 
verſa] pra&iſe of the whole church , which 
al wayes adored the B.Sacrament,after con- 
ſecration, with divine worſhip. 

68. In Se. 29. T mcet with another ab- 
ſurd and impertinent diſtinion , between 
errour itt Faith, and errour in matiers of 
Faith; asif errours in Faith, and errours 
in matters of Faith were nor all one. They 
have hitherto been eſteemed all one, and 
that by thoſe who have been far beyond 
you both in learning and judgment;:hough 
your ſharp underſtanding be able to divice, 
and pur a difference between them. 

69. Much lite to this is that ſaying of 
yours Scat. 30. Every violation of the 
Faith, cuts not off from the Catholique 
Chureb, but a falſe opinion of God deer. 
ow 
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How then is that of F. Paul tru?, Heb.11.6, 
Without faith is is impoſſible ro pleaſe 
God, Can a man violate Faith , though 
but in ſome one point, and yet be a Catho- 
lique Þ who ever thought (o' beſides your 
felf ? bythe (ſame reaſon one and the {ame 
man may be at the ſame time both Catho- 
lique and Heretique. But to -prove your 
new opinion, you produce an antient teſti- 
mony of S. Auguſtine, ( de fid. & Symb. 
6.20.) Haretici de Deo falſa ſentiendo, 
ipſam fidcm violant,quapropticy non perti« 
rent ad Ecclefiam Catholicam, Heretiques 
by having &4 falſe opinion of God , violate 
Faith is ſelf, whcrefore they belong nat 26 
the Catholique Church. Anſw.Here is now 
a fine proot, if well cxamin*d. You muſt 
know Door, thatthe word | Quapropter] 
wherefore, refers to the words immediately 
going before; and then *tisplatn, that this 
teſtimony of the Father. makes direRly a- 
ainſt you, For if men be therefore cut of 
== the Catholique Church, becauſe they 
have violated the Faith , then ir neceMarily 
follows, that every violation of Faith cuts 
a man off from the Catholique Church, 
But in favour ro the Door, ler us once 
rant againſt all reaſon , that 'the word 
Þ Queproprer ] may refer ro the former 
wores , and that the Father ſpeaks as the 
Rn 


diſcover then? even this conſequence, He- 
retiques by having a falſe opinion of God 
are cut off from the Catholique Church ; 
therefore every violation of Faith cuts 
not off from the (/atholique Church. Moſt 
admirable! chis is juſt like the reft, 1f this 
bz a good conſequence, there was never a- 
ny bad or fallacious. Juft (> will I prove, 
that every damnable fin excludes not a man 
from Gods favour. Murther and »Adnl- 
rery exclude a man from Gods favour ; 
therefore not every damnable fin exclules 
« man from Gods favour. You will (ay, 
this is no g20d confequence; I ſay {o ron, 
but 1 am lure it is as good as yours, the ve- 
ry ſame with yours. 

70. Now we.come to examine who are 
in Scþiſm, the Church , or Luthers fol- 
lowers ; or indeed, rather whether there be 
any Schiſm or no, berween the Church of 
Rome and the Pcoteſtants, which the Do» 
Ror ſeems to deny. The truth is, MT.B, 
has ſo gravel'd thepoor DoRor, that he is 
forc*t ro fly ro moſt miſerable and ridicu- 
lous ſhifis. M.T.B. very rationally and ju- 
diciouſly (ayes, by way of obj:ion , that 
Chrifts myftical Body is but one ; and al- 
gbough theBody be made up of divers mem- 
bers, yes all theſe members muſt communi 
cate 
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DoRor would have him. What ſhall we. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


_ this is no neceflary conſequence 3 but with 


35 
eate one with dnother , for if « member be 
ſeggrated but by Scbiſm, it 1s like an arm 
# off from the Body, or a branch from 
the Vine, which makes that arm or branch 
n0 part of the Boly or Vine, To this the 
DoRor anſwers thus, What thoagh all thjs 
be granted, will this make one of the two 
xo Church? I bclieve not. Reply," Tis ve- 
ry likely DoRor that you believe ſo, but 
what man of ſenſe or underſtanding can 
believe ſo? Can a particular church ſepa- 
rate from the whole Catholique Church , 
both in Do@tines of Faith and cxternal 
communion , and yet not be Schiſmatical, 


- but ſtill continue a Catholique Church ? 


who ever before D. Boughen could ſay or 
think ſo ? Well, but S.*Pauls authority is 
alledged, 4 (or.12, 25. where it is ſaid, that 
all che members of the body muſt commu- 
nicate one with anether, in the ſame care 
one for another, in the ſame ſuff.rings and 
rejoycings one with another, What then ? 
Is there no other communion neceſſary to 
avoid Schiſm ? This is juſt like your for- 
mer conſc quences, The members muſt com- 
municate one with another in 1he ſame 
ſufferings and rcijoycings one with ais- 
thea 3, therefore to avoid Schiſm, there is 
x0 0ther communion neceſſary, I am ſare, 


ſuch 
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ſuch poor fallacies as theſe, Heretiques have 
always endeayour'd to deceive the word. 
Neither can that place of the »Apoſtle ag» 
yantage you art all; for he there only com- 
pares Chriſt's myſtical body , tbe Church, 
to the natural body ; and ſayes, that as all 
the members of the natural body mutually 
afliſt each other, and without any Schiſm, 
thatis, any divifion, or diſcord , joyntly 
concur to preſerve the body 3 ſo alſo in the 
Church, which is Chrifts myſtical budy , 
there are different orders, funRions, and 
offices, all which ought mutually to afliſt 
each other for the preſervation of the whole 
ehurch:this is al that S. Paul intends in that 
place,as by the context of the whole cha. wil 
evidently appear to any indifferent Reader. 
7t. We arr not \bound (you (ay, SeR. 
32.) to communicate with the Church of 
Rome in the ſame ceremonies, gefturc, ſu- 
perſtition , or error. Anſw. Firſt, | deny 
that the Roman Church is, or ever was, or 
can be guilty of ſuperſticion, or error in 
faith, Secondly, I grant that you are bound 
not to communicate with any Nation , or 
people in ſuperſtition,or error; As alſo,thar 
you are not bound to uſe the ceremonies of 
other Catholique Churches, There be 
divers particular Churches that differ from 
each other in ſome ceremonies, and yet are 
in 
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in perfe& charity, and communicate with 
each other, As for example, The Weſterne 
4 Church conſecrates in unleavenced bread ,af- 
ter the example of our B.Saviour, who firlt 
inſtirnted the bleſſed Sacrament, and conſe- 
crated in unleavened bread; bur the Grceke 
Church has alwaies accuſtomed to conſe- 
crate in leavened bread: beſides, theſe two 
Churches difter in divers ceremonies of the 
Maſe, though not in any fubſtantiall or 
effentiall part thereof. And yer theſe two 
churches are in perfe& charity and com- 
munion with each other. {l ſpeak here of 
the true Catholiqu? Greck Church, not of 
thoſe tchiſmatiq ues and Hereriques, who 
have cur themſel yes off from the Catholique 
Church; wbom notwithſtanding you are 
pleas*d to cal the Grecke (hnrch.) Neither 
doethoſe churches abhorre each others ce- 
remanics as ſuperſtitious or unlawfull, bur 
the particular members of each church are 
moſt ready to conforme to the ceremonies 
and diſcipline of each other, according as a= 
ny of them ſhall cravell or pafle from one 
church to the other. As when a biſhop or 
Prieft of the Eafterne church travells into 
any part of the Weſterne, he then makes me 
ſcruple ro conſecrate in unleavened bread, 
- as formerly in his own church he conſecra- 


ted in lcavened; but when any two churches 
thall 
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{hill abborte and deteſt the Do&rine and 
ceremonies of each other, as bercticall, (a- 


crilegious , idolitrous, and repugnant to 4, 


plaine Scripture, there is then a prife& 
ſchiſme, And Gn:e th:(e two abhorre each 
others communion, charging eacty other 
wich ſaccilegious, idolatrous,nd damnable 
errours , they cannot both meet in the Ca- 
thelique Church ; and therefore one, of 
them muſt necelizrily be cat off from 
Chriſt's myſticall body , eirher by herefie 
or (chiſme, or both. Wherefore in granting 
that aſlertfon of Mr. T. B, you muſt alſo 
grant, that either the Church of Rome, or 


Fu 


the Proteſtants, are guil:y of herehie, or * 


ſchiſme, or both ; and therefore no part of 
the Catbolique Church. 

72. It is then now time toſhow who is 
the ſchiſma:ique. And chat you are (chiſ- 
maticall, | prove thus, 

Thoſe that have ſeperated them(clves 
from the communion of the Cutho- 
lique Church,are ſchiſmaticall. 

Bur you have ſeparated your ſclyes from 


the communion of the Catholique | 


Charch, 
Ergo. You are Sghiſmaticall. 
The Mijor is evideat, and often granted 
by the Door; the minor is thus ptoy'd. 
Thoſe that have [eparated themſelves 
{rom 


. 


, 


| 


I 
from the communion of the biſhop and 
Caurch of Rome, havyc (ſeparated them- 
ſelves from the Catholique Church, 

But you have ſeperated your ſelves from 

the communion of the bilhop, and 
Church of Rome. 

Ergo, You have ſeparated your (elyes from 
tbe communion of rbe Catholique 
Church. 

The minor is acknowledg'd by the Do- 
Ror, SeR. 19, of his fiſt Anſwer. The 
major is ſufficiently proved, Se, ay, and 
SeR. 58. wherefore I will here only add 
ſome few authentique teſtimonies more in 
proofe thereof. S. (yprian ſayes, (17. 4. ep. 
8. 4d Corncl. Pontif.) Placuit us per 
Epiſcopos, retentd 2 nobis rei veritate ad 
cemprobandam ordinationem tuam , Wc. 
ut te wnjverſi College nofiri, & commu- 
nicationtm tuam, 1d eft, (atholice Eccle- 
fix uritatem pariter & charitatem proba- 
rent firmitcr & tenerent. Wee thought fir, 
ec. that all our fellow biſhops my 1a) er 
fafily approve of aud imbrace you, and yous 
communion,that is the CatholiqueChurches 
unity aud charity, Is it not plaine by theſe 
words, that the unity of tbe Catholigue 
Church conliſts in the communion with the 


| Biſhop of Rome? And ifthere be no Catho- 


lique unity, but in communion with the Bi. 


ſhop 
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ſhop of Rome 3 ir is apparently impoflible, 
that any one can be uniced co the Catholique 


Church, char is not in communion with the - 
Bithop and the Church of Rome, Betides, | 


tharthe Chutch is bujlr upon S. Petcr and 
his Succefſors, I have atready fully proved, 
SeR. 25. and SeR. 5$; ro which | will add 
one reftimonie more out of S. Cyprian, 
(Epiſt. «ad Quintinum.) Nam nec Petrus, 

uem primum elegit, & ſuper quem &- 
Ffcavii Ficlefam ſnam ere, For neither 


Prtet , whom our Lurd choſe to be the firſt 
The 


and nponwhom he built his (hurch. &c 


like words he hos (Ser, 3. de bon. pat.) 


whoſoever then forſakes the foundation, 
cannot be part of the houſe or building. The 
whole bnilding refts upon the foundation 
wherfore he that is ſeparated from the fonn- 
dation,is ſeparated alſo from the building, 
which is rhe houſe,the Church of God. And 
you muſt remember, DoFor,that S.Cyprian 

iv'd in the yeare of Chriſt 250, and theres 
forc long within the fir 509, yearcs, to 
which you have apptaPd, Se&. 27. fo thay 
1 muſt .eicher confeſſe the Proteſtants to 


Þe our of the commudion'of the Catholique | 
"Church, and conſequently ſchiſmazicall, at | 
the leaſt ; or cle you muſt revoke and x4- | 


nounce your appeale. 
* If you will ſay, that the ſenſe of che whole 
| Church 


% 
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Church appeares not fully in the writings 
of particular Fathers ; you ſhall heare the 


-. confeſſion and acknowledement of 520. 


Fathers aflembled in the fourth Generall 
Councell at Calcedon, in the yeare of 
# Chriſt 451, who all unanimouſly acknows 
ledge Pope Leo their head. Their words 
are ; Suibus tu quidem ficut membris 
capurt praeras, Over whom (that is the Fa- 
thers aſſembled in the Councel|) thou wers 
45 the Head over the members. And it is to 
be obſery'd, that this Councell was held in 
the Eaſterne Church, and conſifted for the 
moſt part of the Fathers of that Church 
whercin notwithſtanding Pope Leo's De- 
legates fare in the uppermoſt Seat, and took 
place of the Patriarch of Conn inople 
himſelf,even in his own Patriarchatezwhich 
would never have becn permited , bad not 
the Pope's Juriſdiftion extended to the Ea» 
ſtern,as wel as theWeſtern Churches. Abour 
Fo. yeares afrer the Councel!l , did not the 
Eaſtern __—_ acknowledge that it was ge- 
ceflary for all Chriſtians co communicare 
with the biſhop '-and Church of Rome ? 
you haye heard, Se. 58, that :Tobn Pa-» 
triarch of Conſtantinople excluded al from 
the communion of the Catholique Church, 
that were divided from the Apoſtolique ſea 
of Rome; which, doubtlefle , the great Pa» 
triarch 
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eriarch of the Exſt would never have acknow. 
ledged , had it not deſcended by univerall | 
Tradicion, that the Biſhop of Rome was 3p- 


pointed by Chriſt co be the ſupreme Paſtor 
and Governour of the whole Church. Exa. 
mine all this Patriarch's letrers written to \ 
Pope Hormiſde, and you ſhall find them all 
direed ro the Pope, after this manner, 
Domino mee per omnia ſanfiſimo. And 
can any reaſonable man imagine, that ſo | 
reat a Patriarch would have ftiled the Pope, 
Fis Lord , it his power in the Eaſterne 
Church had been abſolute, and independent 
on the ſca of Rome ? In like manner Dore» \ 
theus Biſhop of Theſſalonica in the Eaſtern | 
Church,in his Epiſtle to the ſame Pope has 
theſe words. 1fta nunc ſcripſi Beato Capiti 
noſire per Pairicium. &'c. Thele things 
haveI now written by Patricius to ourBleſ- 
ſed Head. | 
By this ic plainly appeares, thar in thoſe 
dayes,within the &rit 600. yearesof Chrif, 
the Biſhop of Rome was acknowledg'd the 
Head of the Eaſtern Churches, as well as of 
the Weſtern 3. and that by the Eaſtern Bi- | 
ſhops themſelves, even by their cheife, and 
Head-Biſhop , the Patriarchof the Eaſt; 
who likewiſe (as you have already heard) 
confeſt, that all Catholique Communion- 
flowes from the Apoſtolique ſea of Rome, 
2s 


* 
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as the Head and Fountain thereof. And 
what better interpreter of Scripture, or . 
more faithfal preſerver of A OR 


and univerſal praQſe of the Church ? 
To the praQtiſe of former Ages,and De- 


| T raditions can therebe, then the antienc 
) 
| 


p 
| | 


1 


claracions of antient Councels, ler us joyn 
the definirions of later times, viz. of the 
Counce: of Florence, in the year 1439. 
where the Patriarch of ('onflantinople was 
preſent in perſon, and all the other Parri- 
archs , eicber perſonally, or by their Dele. 
ates. Let us then hear the whole Church 
| Heaking in thax Councel, 
- Tiem definimus Sanflam eApoſtolicans 
| ſedem, @& Romanum Pontificem in uni- 
verſum Orbem tenere primatum,@c. (Con. 
cil. Florent, AR, ult.) Alſo we declare, 
that the holy Apoſiolique Sea and Biſhop 


of Rome bath the primacy over the whole 
world , and that the Biſhop of Rome is 
EF. Pcters Succeſſor, who was chief of the 
eApoſiles, and that he is Chrift*s wrue Vi- 
car, and Head of the whole Church , the 


Father and Doftor of all (hriftians z 2nd 
that in $,Peter fall power was given 18 
him (the Biſhcp of Rome) by our Lord Fe- 
ſus Chriſt, to feed, rule, and govern the 
whole Church, To this definition ſubſcri- 

© bed all the Patriarcbs of the Church , and 
G amongſt 
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among{t the reſt the Patriarch of Conftan- 
Kinople himſelf, You ſhall have bis ſub- 


ſcriprion , a8 it is fer down in the As of | 
ths Councel, Foſeph miſcratione divina + 


Conffantinopolts, &c, Florent, An. 143g. 
I Joſeph, by the mercy of God, Arch-biſbop 
of Conflantinopte, and new Rome, and uni» 
verſal Patriarch , becauſe my life is al- 
moſt az an end, da therefore by the good- 
neſs of God, according to my duty, publiſh 
this my opinion to my beloved ſons in this 
writing. For 4ll thoſe things which our 
Lord Feſus ({hrifts Catholique and Apo- 
ftolique Church of Old Rome believes and 
zmbraces, I profeſs that I alſo do hold and 
helicve, and fully conſent unto them. And 
I grant , that the bleſſed Father of Fa- 
thers, and chief Pricſt , the Pope of Old 


| 


| 


Rome, is ous Lord Teſus ((brifts Vicar, | 


and [ deny not thas there is & Purgatory | 


for ſouls. And note , that this is the pro» 
feffion of adying man paſt hope of life. 
Here you ſce a concurrence of the later a« 
ges withthe former, Here you ſee all the 
churches of the world conſenting to the 
Primacy and Juriſdiion of che Church 
of Rome. Hcre you hayc ſeen the pra» 


RQilc of rhe antient church, the Declarati- | 


ons of former Councels, and the Detini- | 


tiens of laterz then which nothing can 
beret 


| 


4 


s 


| 


| 
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better interpret Scripture, or more faith. 
fully preſerve divine truths and Apoſtoli- 
cal Do&rines to poſterity. | 
Since then the Church of Rome is he 
Head and Mother-church of the world, 
and conlequently the Fountain of Unity, 
whoſoever (liall ſeparate himſelf from ber 
communion, cannot poſſibly be a member 
of the Catholique Church : And fincetbe 
Church of Rome by her power and Juriſ- 
diction diffuſcs her (elf over all the parts 
of the Chriſtian world, and as being the 
great Metropolizan of the world , infuſcs 
unity into all particular Churches and 
Chriſtians, She is inthis her largeſt ampli« 
tude properly and truly call'd the (at = 
lique Church. And becauſe the Catho- 
lique Church cangor fall into any error 
in faith, or any ether damnable error 
whatſoever, norteach Do&rines ſuperſti- 
tious, acrilegious , or repugnant to plain 
words of Scripture , becauſc the is, and ec- 
yer ſhall be guided by Gods Holy Spirit, 
which hicherto has, and ever ſhall lead her 
intoall ruth , therefore ir cannor be truly 
ſaid, that the Roman Church being this 
Catholique Church, ever was , or can be 
guilty of errors in faith, or of ſuperſtiti- 
ous, ſacrilegious, or any damnable Do- 
Arines whatſoever. | 
G 3 7 3. Be- 
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73. Beſides , 6. " JM firſt forſook 
the communion of the Ryman Church , did 
be not Rand alone? was he not divided | 
from the world, even from thoſe that were 

not in communion with the Church of 
Rome, as well as from thoſe that were? 

did he communicate in the Sacraments, or Y 
exccrnal worſhip with any particular 
Chucch, Congregation, People, Nation, 
or Sc& profciling the name of Chrift ? 
can any man ſeparatc himſelf from that 
church, in whole communion he once 
liv'd , whoſe Faith and DoQrine he jim- 
brac*t, and joyn himſelf to no other con- 
gragation in the whole world , proteſſing 
the name of (hrift, either in doQrine or 
External communion, and yt be no $chiſ. 
matique ? If ſo, thea there never was , or 
can be any Schiſm, If then Lather was 
Schiſmatical -in being divided from the 
whole Chriſtian world in Faith and com« 
' munjon , it neceſlarily follows, that all 
thoſe who firſt adhered to him , forſaking 
the communion of that church , whereof 
they had formerly becn members , and all 
thoſe who bave fince follewecd Luther, and 
have nut j»yud themſclves ro any church 
or Chriſtian (engregation whatſoeyer þe- 
ſides chemſelves, mait be guilry of the ſame 
Scbilm, How thea is it poflible tor you ta 
ayoid 


| 
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avoid che guilc of Schiſm , fince you have 
forſaken the communion of the Church of 
Rome, with whom you once communica« 
ted , as you confeſs, Se. 19, and have 
not joyn*d your ſelves ro any other Chri- 
ftian ('ongregation whatſoever ? You ab- 
bor the communion of the Roman Church, 
and that which you call the Greek Church 
abhers you, Will you ſay, that che Prote= 
ftants are the whole Cathelique Church ? 
then you contradit your ſelt , who grant 
SeR. 12. that Rome her ſelf is « Church, 4 
member of the one Catholique. You muſt 
alſo then confeſs, thay the Greek Church 
(as you call ir) is no part of the Catholique 
Church , and the truth is, you have good 
reaſon ſo to do, fince ſhe refuſed to receive 
you into her communios, abhorring and 
deteſting your ne w Do@rines, as heretical : 
If then $f thoſe of the Proteſtant SeR be 
Schiſmatical (as it moſt plainly appears 
they arc) certainly the Proteſtants of Exg- 
laud muſt neceflatily be involy'd in the 
ſame Schiſm, 

74. Let us now ſee how you can vindi- 
cate your ſelves from hereſie, I will nor 
look beyond thoſe four Do&rines where- 
with you have charg'd the Church of 
Rome, as being fond, [acrilegious, and re- 


pugnant to plain words of Scripture , 
: G 3 Vir, 
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viz. Tranſubſtantiation, «Adminiſtratton 
of the B. Sacrament to the Laity in one 

Cot z Invocation of Sainrs ; Adoration 

of Images: And by your oppoſing theſe 
actrines as they are beld and rzught by the 

Roman Church, I ſhall endeavour to make 
it appear to the world, that you cannot a+ 
yoid the juſt impuration of Herefic, 

Firſt then 1 demand, whether the Fathers 
aſlcmbled in the four firſt General Coun- 
cels were not competent and lawful Judges 
of the herefies of thoſe rimes ; as the 4r- 
rian, Macedonian, Neſtorian, Entychian, 
&'c. and whether they had not power to 
condemn thoſe herefies, and 'to anathema- 
eſxe thoſe that held and taughr rhent as he- 
retiques, If they had go ſuch power , then 
did they moſt” injurioufly and tyrannically 
uſurp a power and Juriſdiction , which' of 
right belonged not unto them, Bur this 
cannot be prudently ſuppos*d,that ſo many 
holy, reverend, and learned Farhes ſhould 
uſurp an authority , or arrogate to them- 
ſelves that power, which was not lawfully 
deriv*d upon them by Chriſt and his holy 
church : They were the ſelected Paſtors of 
the whole church, men renowned for their 
piery and learning, and could not therefore 

e ignorant how far the Juriſdiction and 
authority of a lawful Councel might ex- 
tend; 


pon" 
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rend; neither would their ny ſucr them 
to tranſgreſs the limits of that auchority. 
If then chaſe four ficſt Councels had pow» 
erto judg of, and to declaee and define 
doctrines of faith, and to anacthematize all 
thoſe that ſhould oppole them 3 how came 
the Councels in ſucceceding ages to be de» 
priv*d of this power? How came the church 
to loſe that authoricy wherewith ſhe was 
once inveſted ? was her power but rempo- 
rary, 8nd after ſome few ages to expire? or 
did Chriſt foreſee, thar after ſome {oa ages 
his church would be no more infeſted with 
Schiſmatiques, or beretiques? but we plain- 
ly find, that ſuch have moleſted the church 
insll ages, and therefore doubtleis in all a- 
ges has this power contiaued in the church; 
and if ſo, why was it notas lawful for the 
ſecond Councel of N jce ( which was held 
above $00. years fince) to judg and define 
what reverence and honor is due to.holy I- 


. mages; and to condemn the Tconocleſfts or 


Image- breakers, as it was for the former 
Councels to conderan the Arrians, Neſts- 
rians, &'c ? And wby was it not as lawful 
for that great and glorious Councel of Lg- 
reran, wherein were preſent both the Patgi- 


- archs of Conſtantinople and pwr yn to 
ub- 


judg of, and declare the true,real, and 
Rantial converſion of -y creatures of bread 
4 
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and wine after conſecracion, into the true 
and real body and bloud of Chriſt ; andto 
declare the manner of that converfion , as 
alſo co expreſs the antient doctrine of the 
church by the proper fagnification of a new 
word [ Tranſubſftantiation ] as ir was for 
the firſt General Councel of Niceto judg 
of, and declare Chriſts conſubMaentiality 
witch the Father , and to invent that new 
word to expreſs the antient doQrine , de- 
ſcending unto them by univerſal and infal- 
lible Tradition of Chriſts co-eternal and 
co-equal Divinity with the Father ? You 
wil find in VincentiusLyrinenfis.c.z 2.that it 
was no new thing in his time for the church 
to invent new words to expreſyolddoctrines, 

Why was it not lawful for the Councel 
of Cenſtance(Seſſ13.)to define and declare 
the indifferency and ſufficiency of commu- 
nicating the Laity under one kind only, 
and to anathematize thoſe that ſhould per- 
rinatiouſly oppoſe that doctrine ? 

Laſtly, why was it not lawful for the 
Councel of Trent (Seſſ.25.) to declare the 
lawfulnefs of invocating the bleſſed Saints, 
and to denounce a pw” . againſt all obſti- 
nate oppolers thereof ? 

Thus = ſee thoſe four fond and f(acri- 
legioug doctrines, and ſuch as you ſay arc 
repugnant to plain words of Scripture, 
con 
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confirm*d, declar*d, We defin'd to be (a- 
cred truths, and Apoſtolical Traditions by 
four General Councels, You have alſo 
ſeen them held and practis*d by the antiens 
Fathers, that liv*d within the ft 500.years 
of Chriſtianity, Sect. 35-35, 37. 3b. &c. 
what can you ſay for your felyes? what can 
you plead for your ſelves,that you, who de- 
ny the Doctrines of the church, ſhould not 
incur the penalty of the curſe p 

75. You will ſay, perchance, that theſe 
are not Do@rinecs and Declarations of the 
whole Church Catholique , but of the 
Church of Rpme only,and thoſe in commu. 
nion wich her, which you fay is bur part of 
the Catholike Church. But this wil nor now 
ſet ye your turn: whether the Church of Rome 
and thoſe in communion with her,be a parr 
only of the (atholike Church,or the whole 
Catholike Church ir (elf, (as I have ſuffici- 
ently prov*d it is)it matters not,you cannot 
be excus*d from herefie, For when Luther 
was a Fryer, before be (ct himſclt againfi 
thechurch, what church? what congregati- 
on of Chriſtians? what Nation? what peo- 
ple? nay, what man was there in the whole 
world, profcfling the name of Chriſt , thar 
denied or oppoſed thoſe , or any one of 
thoſe forementioned DoRrines ? Theſe 
were doctrines receiv'd, imbractt, 2nd pub« 
likely pcofeft by the whole Chriſtian world. 
G5 Not 
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Not the Church of Fome.and thoſe in com. 
munion-x#ith ber only, but thoſe alſo that 
were out of her communion (as the whole 
pretended Greek Church) recciy'd and 
profeſk theſe doctrines in their univerſal, 
publike and daily practiſe 3 as appears by 
Feremias Patriarch of Conſtantinople in 
his ſententia deſinitiva de dofrina & Re= 
ligione Wittenbergenſium Proteflantium: 
as alſo in his Ceuſurs Oricntalis Ecclifiz; 
where you ſhall iad a deteitation. of your 
oppoſite doctrines. 

F6. Bur if thoſe doctrincs bz fond, ſocri- 
legious, and rcpugnant to plain words of 
Scripture, where was the church, that 
pillar and ground of truth, when the whole 
Chriſtian world, before Luthcrs apcRtabie, 
receiv*d, held, and maintain'd them # and 
if thoſe that thz]l chus ſcparare themſclves 
from, and oppolc the whole church in do- 
Qrznes of faich, received by the whole 
charch as ſuch, and acknowledg*d by her to 
be of univerſai and Apoſtolical tradition, 
b2 not heretiques, there never was, neither 
is it poſſible that there ever ſhould be any 
be:erique in the world, And yet yours was 
no ſepazxation , bur a reformarſon, But 
what can be invented more abſyrd or ridi- 
culous, then that one ſingle apoſtate in 

ermany, or a few 4varicious and flatter 
ing Courticrs in England. thayld firſt = 
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ſake the mans of - church where- 
ia they had liv©d from their Bapti/m., and 
wherein all cheir forefathers for almoſt 
1900,years liv*d and died , and afterwards 
renounce doctrines of Faith univerſally re« 
cety©d by the church, and then take upon 
them to be Judges of the whole church, 
which Chriſt has made the Supreme Judg 
of all controverſies, and to reform the 
whole church, and that in matters of da- 
ctrine ? but you mult know DoRor , that 
the Carholique Church cannot teach', or 
maintain ſacrilegious doctrines, or ſuch ag 
are repugnaut toplain words of Scriptures 

For then ſhe would ceaſe to be holy , and 
conſequently to be a church , holineſs be- 
ing effencial to Gods church ; as appeares 
both by the Nicene and Apofiles Creed : 

If then the chucch ſhould obrrude upon the 
world ſacrilegious and idolatrous doctrines, 
and (ach as are repugnant to plain words 

of Scripture, inſtead of ſacred and 'divine 

eruths, the could not poſſibly be boly. Since 
then the whole Chiiſtian world, when Lu- 
ther was a Frycr , taught and maintain*d 

thoſe four fo: emention*d Doarines, abich 
you are pleas*d ro Rile, ſacrilegions , 42d 

repugndns 10 plain words of Scripture , 

it muſt neceſſarily follow , that cirher ar 


that rime God bad no cburch at all (which 
| ws 
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your (elf confeſs ro be impoſſible , or ds 
that thoſe doctrines are nor (acrilegious, or 
repugnant to plain words of Sripture , bu 
ſacred and xm traths ; and if ſo, 
. what are thole that oppoſe and contradict 
them ? 

77. Hence it appears, bow falſe that is 
which you fay, Sef. 32. That you commus« 
nicate with the Church of Rome in neceſſa- 
ries , in Faith, Hope and (harity, &c. 
fiance you oppoſe her in doQrines of Fazth 3 
and by your ſchiſme {a fin direRly againſt 
Charity) have cut your ſelves off from her 
communion. With what face then can you 
iy, Sc. 34. That you abhor not mutual 
communion with her in divine worſhip. 
Do you nor abbor ro communicate with her 
ia the Sacraments? Doyou not call her a. 
doration of Chriſt in the B. Sacrament I- 
dolatry ? And whereas you ſay there, 1bas 
you cannot endure that divine wor ſhip be 
given 10 any other then to the B, Trinit; 
1 would have you know,that the Church of 
Rome gives nor divive worſhip to any thing 
but God , and if you will (ay chat ſhe does, 
you will but proove your ſelf very malicious 
or very ignorant, 

78, In your 35 Se. I find nothing, bur 
what is either impertinent, or already an» 
ſwered. 


79. In 


TI I non 
> — 


(155) 
79. Inthe next $e#. I meet with a bold 
challenge. I challenge ( ſaies the DoRor) 
. the moſt able of your fation ro ſhew me any 
| one paſſage in our Common- Prazcr Book, 
| Bhat is x08 ({atholique. 
| Anſw. If your Book of Common- Prayer 
be Catbolique, yet you have no great rea» 
' ſon to boaſt of ir; you may thank the 
Church of Rome for ir, from whom you 
borrawed it : which you know DuFor, was 
the priacipal reaſon,why thoſe of the Puri. 
tan fa&ion refulfd and abhor4 your Book 
of (ommon- Prayer, as being Popiſh and 
ſuperſtitious. Bur if all in that Book be 
/ Catholique, icis rather an argument, that 
| the Church of Rome is Catbolique, from 
| whence youtook it , then that you are (o, 
| Forallinthat Book may be Catholique,yer 
You may be Heretical. You may oppoſe, as 
you do, orher doR.iaes of Faith, that are 
not contained in, nor deducible from your 
Book of Common-Prayer. And if about 
the beginning of your defection ſome Ca- 
tholiques frequented your Service; it was 
becaule they eſteemed it devout and pious, 
as being all raken our of the Office and Miſe 
| ſale of the Church of Rome. They had nor 
| fully conhidered, nor yetcleerly apprehend- 
| ed the unlawfulneſs thereof, Wherefore it 
behoved rhe common Paſtor of Gods 
Church 
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"Church to put them in mind, how impious 
and ſacrilegious it was for Catholiques to 
communicate with thoſe, who were guilty 
both of Schiſm and Hereftie, in divine 
Service, 

80. And whereas you alledg $. Paul to 
rove that in meats and matters of indif- 
erency, we are not to judge one another ; | 

you muſt know, DoRor, that Do&rines of | 
faith, (ſuch as are Declarations, and defi. 
nitions of Generall heme the lawes 
and Canons of the Vaiverſall Church, 
made,and generally recciv'd by the Church, 
as the ancient Canons concerning Feſti- 
yalls, and Faſls, are not matters of indif. 
ferency 3 and cannot be violated without 
ſchiſm or Hereſie. 

$1, But I wonder with what face you can 
ell your Congregationche Mother- Church 
of Catboliques, SeR. 39, *Tis you that 
have forſaken your Mother-Charch , thar 
Church wherein all your fore- fathers liv'd 
and died, for about, 1000, yeares rogether, | 
you confeſſe that once you communicated 
with the Church of Rome, and that fince 
you have forſaken hec communion, Is it fit 
that the Church of Rome , whom you have 
forſaken, ſhould ſtoop to you? 's ſhe bound 
to follow you that have forſaken ber > who 


made you Judges of Gods Churcb,rthat you 
ſhould | 
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ſhould take upon you to charge the whole 
Church of Rome with errours, both in faith 
and manners ? by what rule haye you done 
this ? you pretend SeR. 37, to walke by a 
ſure rule'; Dur | am ſure you walke nor ac- 
cording to the rule of Chriſt's Catholique 
Church. For ſhe walks according to the 
rule of Gods Word, interpreted by univer= 
fall and Apoſtolicall tradition, which you 
contemne and laugh ar : bur you, by the 
rule of Scripture POE by your own 
private fancics, and deceiptfull imagina- 
tions, 

82, Now the DuRor begins to quarrel 
with the Language of the Church of Rome 
Hew do tbey (ſaith he) pray with the peo- 
ple, who pray in a 10ngue,the people undey- 
fland not ? eAnſw. And why may nor 
Preift and people joyne in_ heart tro Gad 
in prayer , though the language of the 
Churches prayers be not underſtood by all 
preſent ? S. Payl confeſſes, 1. (or. 14. 14+ 
that a man may pray in ſpirit, in an un» 
knowne tongue, though not with his under- 
ſtanding. The Pricſt and people of the 
Jewes could joyne rogeth:r in prayer, and 

rayers to God, before Chriftz: ough their + 
Fervice were perform'd in the Hebrew 
Tongue, a language ao more then under 
Rood by the vulgar Jewes, then the Lazin 
_ | ig 
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isnow by the vulgar Chriſtians, why then 
may not the Chriſtian Preiſt and people 
joyne together in prayer, though the church 
Service be perform*d in a language, which 
ſome of the yulgar Chriſtians, that are pre- 
ſent,underſtand not > The Hebrew,Greck, 
and Latin Tongues , wherein only the 
church-Service has been perform*d through- 
out the whole Chriſtian world ever ſince 
the time of the Apoſtles, are languages well 
knowne to the world : all inen may learne 
them. They are not ſach unknowne lan- 
guages as thoſe were, which S. Paul ſpeaks 
of, 1. (or. 14. which were miraculoufly in- 
fus*d into many ofthe Primitive Chriſtians, 
the end whercof was the edification of the 
church, and the converfion of Infidells. 
Now thoſe tongues were neither underſtood 
by the people, nor alwaies by thoſe that 
| ſpake them, as appearcs, 1. Cor. 13. and 
t. Cor. 14. 13. Theſc languages miraculouſly 
infus*d by God, the Primitive. Chriſtians 
uſed in their publique mectings ; firſt to 
inſtru the ignorant 3 ſecondly to convert 
Infidells; where cheir inftru&ions and 
prayers were alwayes cxtemporary, accor- 
ding as they were immediately aſſiſted by 
Gods holy Spiric. Bur the publique prayers 
of the church are not in ſuch unknowne 
languages, Secondly, they are ſaid " the 
ame 
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ſame languages, whercin the publique Ser- 
vice of the church was ever performed in all 
ages fince the Apoſtles, as appeares by the 
anciene Hebrew,Greek,and Latin Miſſales, 
which is an argumene unan(werable, char 
ſuch languages are not againſt S. Pauls 
DoRrine, 1. (or. 14, nor any other place 
of Gods Word, Thirdly z the end 4 ow 
preſent publique meetings in the church, is 
not to inſtruct, edifie, or convert, as thoſe 
meetings were, whereof $. Paul ſpeakes 
in char chapter z bur to offer up to God the 
tribute of prayer and praiſes that is due unto 
him; as allo ro draw downe Gods bleſſings, 
both | a yang and temporall upon the peo- 
ple. And co this end the people joyne with 
the Prieſt in their cxceriour as of devyoti- 
on and Religion , thereby profeſſing their 
aſſent to the publique prayers,and praiſes of 
the Church. And can it be though: necel> 
ſary for thoſe ends, that all the people pre- 
ſent ſhould. expreſly underſtand every word 
of the Churches Service, which though it 
were in the vulgar language of eyery Na- 
tion, would notwitbRanding be impoſlible? 

83. Between the Kaſtern end Weſtern 
Churches,you ſay, Se&. 40. sbere were Ms- 
ny differences &c .and yet for all theſe they 
grew up together comfortably, and continu= 
ed in the ſame body. Anſw. When - 


f 
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differences berween the Eaſtern and We. 
ſtern Churches were concerning (uch Do. | 
Arincs as were not declar'd in any Gene- 
rall Councel],nor could appeare by the uni- | 
yerſall cradirion or pra&iſe of the Church, | 
they were then only errours, not hereſics ; Y 
but when any of the Eaſterne Churches op 
poſed the Weltern in ſuch DoRrines as | 
appear'd cither in the © pratiſe of the 
urch , or by univerſal! tradition, and 
conſent of Nations, or were declar'd and 
defind in a Generall Councell, they then 
fell from ercour intro hereſie; and were 
thereby cut of from the EatholiqueChurch, 
Your 41. Se&. is anſwer%d, S:&. 29. and 
Se. 65, and Sch, 32. $4, In your 41 | 
SeR. you ſay, That the keyes were given 10 
«lf the Apoſtles alike. «Anſw. This I con- 
feſle in ſome ſenſe may be true, bus makes 
nothing for you. That all the Apoſtles had 
the keyes of remitring and retaining fins, is 
true, I can grant alfo, that they were all 
univerſall Biſhops , yet they had not all ec» 
qually the keyes of externall government 
and Juriſdi&ion. S. Tohn at Bpheſus had 
not that power , which S, Peter bad at 
Antioch, or afterwards at Rome, For what- 
ſoever $. Peter was, he had a Juriſdi&ion 
over the reſt of the Apoſtles, as well as che 
whole Church befides, which S, Fohn never 
had, Your 
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Your, 43. Se&. has been already fully 
anſwer*d. 

Se&. 58. In your, 44. SceR, you (ay, out 
of S+ Paul to Timothy. 2. Timoth, 3, 15, 
T hat the Scripture is able to make us wiſe 
Y unto ſalvation ; and that you are reſolved 

by Gods grace 10 accept of nothing, bus 
; what is deduced from thence, or proved 
thereby, according to the interpretation of 
the ancient Fathers and ('onncells. Thar 
of S. Paul I confefle; and withall very 
d that you baye made ſo good a reſo- 
ution. If you ſhall conſtantly perkiſt rhere- 
in, and ſhall' receive no interpretation of 
Scripture bur from the ancient Fathers, 
Councells, and the cradirion of rke Church 
(as Vincentius Lyrinenfis adviſes you; ch. 
1.) you will foone become Roman Carho- 
liques. 

Your 45. and laſt SeQ, containeg no- . 

thing bur what has been by you ſaid before, 


1 


' 


and by me ſufficiently anſwer*d, SeR. 18. 
and, SeR. 21. 29, &c, 

I haye done with your Anſwer , and 
now crave leave to ſpeake ſomewhat to you 
by way of exhorcation in the Spirie of 
meekneſle, 

You have hitherto been a guide to others; 

- let nota vaine feare, or apprehenſion of a- 
ny diſhogour that may eclipſe your former 

re- 
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reputation, by — your ecrours, and 
that you hayc been a blind leader of the 
blind, come between you and your eternall 
Salvation, Let not rhe deceirfull luſtre of 
vainc glory tempt you to preſerve your cre | 
dit in the world, with the loſſe of Heaven. Y 
You owe God your reputation as well as 
your life, or wbatſoever elſe is moſt deare 
unto you ; conſider at bow deare a rate 
Chrif} purchas'd the Redemption of your 
Soul : deſtroy not then that (oul for which 
Ebri# died. Let not pride, prejudice, or 
or malice caſt a miſt bebors the eyes of your 
underſtanding ; and*you ſhall ſoone be- 
bold that [igbr, which will infallibly guide 
ou to your laſt end, God; and the erernall 
iution of the Beatificell Viſion, Gods can- 
dle, ſince it was firſt lighted by Chriſt and 
and bis Apoſtles was never put under a 
buſhell ; but from the candleftick wherein 
it was rſt ſer, has given light to the world; 
2nd all eyes, that are not blinded wich ma- 
lice or intereſt, muſt behold &, You ſeeme 
to approve the Principles of Yincentiur 
Lyrinenfss; follow them, and you are ſafe. 
Let Antiquity and UVniverſality be your 
guide, and you cannot erre. Let gor ſome 
ew ſcatter*d, obſcure, and miſ-underſtood 
places of ſome Fathers prevaile more with _ | 
you, then a thouſand plaine places, whole - 
| treatiſes 
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treatiſes and EE dd APPY pen*d in 
defence of Catholique tzurb. Diveſt your 
ſoul of pride, malice, and intereſt, and in- 
cad thereof let humility an4. impartlality 

| takeplace, and then Gods grace will (weet- 
\# ly invite youto a ſincere and humble ac- 
WY mens of your errors, and you 
will with exccfſive joy and thankfulneſs of 
| heart praiſe God for your deliverance from 
the bonds of darkneſs, and the jawes of 
death, Remember that the antient Fathers 
and Doors of the church have con. 
denin*d you, the Councels both Occume- 
nical and Provincial have declar*d againſt 
you z the univerſal doErine and practiſe of 
the church , both before and after Luthers 
Apoftake, have given ſentence againſt you, 
And as for thoſe ({anons, which you bave 
alledged in your book , you muſt needs 
know your (e]f, that ſome of them make as 
gainſt you, orhers are impertinent, but none 
of them impugne the power and autborit 
of Chriſts Vicar ,( the Biſhop of Rome ) 
over the whole Carholique Church, Weig 
all the Authoriticy of hcly $criprure, and 
entiquity for both fides ; and (ce whe- 
ther there be not a thouſand plain places a» 
= you, for one obſcure (tor plain you 
ave nonc)) for you, Your ctcrnal ſalvatl- 
on lycs at ſtake, rely not hen on orher 
mens, 
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mers, nor your own fallacious judgment, 
or fancy, ia choſe things that concern your 
falration, Let Gods holy church be your 
guide and incerpreter of Scripture, leſt you 
wickt it (as ſome did of whom $. Petey com- 
plains,z Pet.3.16.)to your own damnation: 
confider that the beſt way ro appeaſe Gods 
weath againſt you for your former miſgui- 
ding and ſeduciag poor ignorant ſouls to 
their erernal perdition,is now by your good 
example, in returning to your holy Morker 
the Foman Catholique Church, to draw 0- 
thers after you into the houſe of God, his 
Church Militant 3 that ſo hereafter ye may 
meet in bis {hurch Triumphant. Let not . | 
thoſe trifles of popular applauſe, or world- 
ly, reputation Hatter you to bell, nor fear of 
the worlds cenſure fright you from heayen; 
be but bumble and impartial, and it is as 
impoſfible for you not to be a Rpman Ca- 
tholique (ar leaſt in judgment and opini- 
on) as jt is for a man, that has the benefit 
of light ro open his eys, and not to ſec light 
at noan day, | 
And now, Door, If you have met with | 
any tart language in this my anſwer, you | 
cannot juſtly be offended with me. It pro» | 
ceeded not from any malice that I ean bear 
your perſon. For | profeſs upon the word 
of a Chriſtian, 1 never heard of your name * 
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| 


| 10 Gods holy Carbolique Church. «Amen, 
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(to my remembrance) before I (aw this 
your book; and 1 am ſtill ſo much a tran» 
er to you, that I know neither the place 
of your abode, nor the preſent condition of 
your life, Bur I was ſomewhat proyok*t by 
your bleſphemous ſpeeches againſt Gods 
” holy church by your unneceflary tauncs,and 
cauſleſs jeering of Mr.T.B, whoſe modeſty 
in his le:3ers to you was ſuch,that I am fure 
he gave you no juſt cauſe ro break out in- 
to ſuch ſcvrrilous and unfeemly ſpeeches 
egainft him. 
I ſhall heartily pray , that inſtead of re- 
plying to this anſwer, you may be reconeild 


3 POSTSCRIPT. 
FF the DoRor or «ny of bis Party, beyet 
i T nfarisfed in this Controverſic, I pro« 
'- poſe, that, rather then beſiow « Reply to 
 pheſe curſory Papers of mine, the moſt 
Learned of them would confiderately ex4- 
mine Mr. Crelly*s Exomologeſis, or Mo- 
zives of his converfion, &c.aud Rullworths 
Dialogues , in the laft Edition, as it is 
| ed and enlarged by Mr. Thomas 
White, in a 8®,0f tbe Long-Prumer letter; 
both which they muſt acknowledge to be as 
much unenſwereble,«s theſe light papers of 
Dc. Bougbens are fully anſwered, 
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ERRATA: 


Pr I7, line 23. read, «t Rome. Pp. 36. 
|, 38. r. were a great. p. 59.1. 18. r. c6- 
etancan. p. 63.1. 21.r, 74. p.65. 1. 33.r. 
but &. p- 67. 1.34. r, vertum &&, andl. 35, 
n0n kde, p. 58.1, 7. r, as well as. p. 791. 
27, Is Mans, p. 53.1.8, r, praycrs made 
at. p. $6. 1, 10. r, is it.p. 114-1. 7. r.fixth 
Century. p. 115.1. 13. r. nor Apoſ-, p.u8, 
I. x1. r. odfous, and |, laſt, r, your raxing. 


p- 119. |. 17, r, clefa. p.126. l.1z. dele of, _ 


P+ln7. 1,36, r, 6d. p. 137. 1,37, remakes 20, 


| 
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